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2 . faw 2005 A, fafafifa A mm m fafafa wi fa faRi^R m, RTdfarfa rts fa H A fafa 

fe?R fa wrf mrnA fat fafad pfa fa far? r^ttr Rifad tor I ffa era dfatffar fafafat fa mm A ffara 

W fa Tfat RRRT RRTfa fa faR?>H 3 fa fa fafat fa ffa? R?JdF ffafad fat ffaRT W RT | 

fafatfafa ^ Rem? rt ffa fad 2005 3 mA Rfafa Rifa fafara fafad (dRfattfa) fa fa%RT AzA fa^Rd mfa ffaffafa 
(dfaftfafa?d) mmm fa Rfar wh sri fa?Rra>dR w, hich^ rtr fa far fat?R?d A fam fat fa ffafar fafa 
fafa&r fafa dfatfatfa 3 fafa wm PRicidt fa ffa? fa 1 fafa<*lfad srt ddfaftfa fa fafarR A, fat fafa rtrtr 

RRN fafafafa?d &TRT Tfjef ffa? fat t f^fcTRT WI fa ^Tcft RRRT RRlfa fa fat RoTR. £RT R?fd fat dT fa th fafa 
dTR-fapR faffacT fafad PRIdd! fa, RRTR fat dRcff t ffa fat?W?T faftffa fa: 3 f | RRRR fa fa fat fapjffa fa ffa? fa 
#WF Rffaffa fat dfafa fat fa fa?, fatfaifat fa fat fat far faR)?R fa fat fadR rrr fatd fa <r r^ttr 
fam rti 


3.1. ^TT Plte^JT fa difa IT. fa?fa/59/2005-fatfat farfa 26 T^r 2006 OT WjcftT SRRR RR fafaTR fa 
PcfFT ^RI RRfa #?R>?R fa viMd^T RTfa R^ fadt ^ fa? ffafafaffa dfaR RR?d cRcRRT ddfattfaR Rfa aft :- 


(i) . WfaeT dTRTTT/ffafa fat fat RTRet fa, faltfat fat falR "2PRR ift 3TJ^t 3.1 ^ Mfa RR^RT 

^Ti TT T?cTfa?R Wft 5#l TRR cfan | 

^ fa^R ^?f m 10 pfa?KT fal4d Tfac^cT cj^t RKpff ir^ 2 0' fafa ^ fa? RJ^TcR 
^0 550/- 3lk 40' fa^T? ^ fa? ^0 825/- 40' ^ 3?te $ cfj^R c^ fa? ^ 0 rqO/- i 

(ii) . PccR t||cA 3TR TfffaFTTT ^f cf>^Rt (^^^l^d/^el^kjd) ^T? 3fa Moft) TR TT^RR PRR cfj^TRT tr TRJRR 

mm, farfaRR % pin^ifad mt m farflfa fa? rt? st:- 




m yfci fad? yRiRd 3IRRI v3RRR RTR 


fatRFR fat dfar 

20’fad? 

40’ fad^i 

NRRRTRt 
(dO^TO ^f) 

cffaR 
(W) ^) 

tRR^HIlfa 
(dORTO A) 

fafa 
ho A) 

1. 

rrr fa? far 

BMbSBbTS& 

~ Biyjiigi ~ 

jjKfsns^H 


2. 

4far Ifar far fa far 

3.00 

138 

6.00 

276 

3. 

fa far fa 3ofa far 

6.00 

276 

12.00 

552 

4. 

dcM5Mld 

12.00 

552 

24 00 

1104 


3.2. R0 200 pfcf 26' cffaR m TT R^STR PRdt ^ fa? TRIlfal RT PTRlfaf IRJrF ^ WVfa $ PdR ^RT ^ RX? 
fart fafaR ^ 3TRTR ?R PTfafRR URT 3T^frfacf R^t i?\ M ^ I 

cRt RdlT cfl R^ aft fa 3 3RTT!faT 3mffa TRJdF oqRRTT 4?f 'FFftSTT R^t dR? 3jt? \3RcRtJ RRR^ R^ Rpfa 

fa elIRcl RR faf^TRc? faRlcR ^ |T? RTT RY 3ffa? fa R^ fafad fanfa ^ fa? P^dR fa RR|fa ^ fa? ^RR> PdTTR Rlffad 
fa fa? RTRTR fafaR mm fafa ?R PlffaTRR gTR ffaRlfa RT, ^ fafa faRT dT? | 


3.3. faafafa ^ RRfa 2007 % RRlfacf PlJdF ^ ^ RTRRI falRR ^ fa?TR Rfrfafa c^ fa? ^ m RR PTcM 

RT?t faill RTI RR^ TTRtfacT TRRTR RlfacT Rfa ^ fa? RFRcT RTI 

4.1. ?R Rfaw A fafafa ^ *#?R?R fa RoH ^RT RRdT 3RR ^fanfa ^f wff fa cpfa faffacl RRRt- ^ fafaR ^ 
fa? faRH RfcTfcI fafad faRT 11 mm A fafaffa ^RT fat fa ^ fa fadRc? f:- 

(i). fa?R?R R f/nfafaro Rfafafar Rcfa dfa f- 

(fa. MrT Wft RR RRR ; (?dfa?d fa ?fafad fafa 
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'MKfl 44 : 3TOT 1 4IT cr T 


( 73 ). mm wit ; sfo RiRtRR ^Rf) 

ft). tfrWR *RR 3fR 74Rft 44Rf *f> feR ^ ’R cR^Rl 44 4^RR I 

(q). ^RtjrRI cfr ^ ^ &3f sfft #R4Rf ^ vgi 7|ct SrR 4> iftcR 44 7 ft 44 4^KR I 

(ii) . 4?R4R4T 4^ ^&4T \34R4j 4#i 4R4IcfT t ^ftcff 4t/44 Wit 4>t RcRT^/eRI^ 4l feR UR <R 

WTRR: 1344141 4R4T^ wft 11 ^TlfeR, TftlRRF sfa 3TO 4RT4 ^SJT3# 3 4^44? 44 *R°T 4> feR 
Mr Wit 3ftR 44RRT 4t UclR ?R 3TRTRT 44 T ft 44 qfcT 3TRR ^KfcP 44R y«1lfc)ci fWT 7 T41 11 4? 
34^71 fcnT41 26 4£4 2006 URT ^4T gRT W^Htf^cT 5mfeTcT Wit 44EH W4f 45 4WT 44 44vTTftcr 

ffrm 4RT t! 

(iii) . ?4R! 3TT^?T f^W 26 4£4 2006 URT ^RlRpft IH4I STyilfel 3 W-k)’ 44 RR4R 44R 44R 444^ 

44 44444 tol t uftfo $4! 3.1 (ii) 3 f^H ROT 11 TRirft. ^4Rt IT^P f^TT^M 4> 3FJ4IR 40' 4t Site 4> . 
4>£ 7 T4 4) feR t J2f4I Rk TRcUfcR f^RT ^ | 

H^RR 44R 44^ 4^KR sfR <^g 4?f t^cTft 4* feR ^tt 4jfcfqT3fi 4$t RTcjt ^ 45 feR fRfe[4> 45 4^4 ^ 4Wft 

44 444#cl f44 f | 

(iv) . 4i^Rt 4l R?IR 44 WIRt/M 44 R^RR 44R 4 k 1 ERj #34 314314 44 WWlftfl ftR ^R |S 1 

(v) . #4 f#T f#4R4I 3T4& R f#TR 41# |T? 44cTlf# # # t fa itftRRRT ^ Wft 44 sfRlcT fcRR 

R44 4.30 f^T 1 1 

(vi) . ^0 100 qfcT R4 3T2RT #PI ^TFT 4^t 4^ R^iRRR IRR ^RRRI ^ RR1 ^ fcR ^t^IT wft 3fR tfi^Rf 

I^F W ^ ?[Z 3ir^3 ^ ftR IR^cT W t | 


4.2. ^ 31 RT^ 2007 ^ #fWR RWRlf 44 (W TO ^34 t yff PiMfelRiid R^frT ^TfcTT f:- 


(^0 cil'isD ^i) 


47. 



wff m 

44R 

’jpr 

^RT4T 

wr 

0 

1. 

344 

141.74 

36.96 

19.21 

197.91 

2. 

3IRR cTOTcT 

258.28 

38.38 

25.59 

322.25 

3. 

M%7 c44cT 

26.00 

36.08 

20.16 

82.24 

4. 

yfclefPT 

8.25 

8.25 

- 

16.50 

5. 

eTFTcT WT yf^WT (2+3+4) 

292.53 

82.71 

45.75 

420.99 

6. 

EIICI 

(-) 150.79 

(-) 45.76 

(-) 26.54 

(-) 223.09 


4Rt^ R! 41^ If) WJ A ^44 f^JT t f% ^ qit 471 4R? 4R47 RT4?lf^ ^ ^ c?4^ ^ ^ f^\ ^ 

tm | 4RR ?RT gte 4tt RRfe 4R4T xn??n t, 3lk, ^R, RTcit^q ^ Rf^I ^ RR^RR, HtcRq^tt 4?R4I ^ 4ITO4 ^ 
I?W? E4W3# 3Wf^cT 4R^ ^ ^ 7TFT Efi^Rt ^ ^Rft 4R^ ^ feR y^fei'd 4^t ^ 20 yfeTRIeT 4R 

^ 44 RR44 $m ti 


4.3. IRdN ^?fR4RR 3^4 3R4 4RT4 'gRltflRI ^t ^4I3lt c^ feR IRcllf^d 47^R/44 7 ft R4f^RT IRjc^ ^ 44^4 

3lf^ft<K1 3T14 ^ 4?t ^^FWIT 44ltdl 11 


4 . 4 . cRffTR, 4ccT4 ^ ^rftlRRW 3lk 3R4 4RT4 ; gte3?f ^ 4i^R/444f RTOf^RT 44Rt ^ feR f^Rffelfecf 4^e4? 44 4WT4 

teT t:- 

(i). W gfk ^cRT^ m 


WR. 

f^4RT 

<& ufcl cfj^l'C 



20’ato 

40’ a' mm 

1. 

34^ Vh^H^ 4R 4? fe43 

1380 

2250 

2. 

Rjf 45^3 4R 4? feR 

2760 

4500 
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(it). toto# Tf toSRR IRR 3 mr rft): 


y>.to. 

totojsui to rfSr 

t 20’ to toton 

40’ to site 

40’ to 

(stolid to 

nton 
fno ^f) 

ftownto 
(STOLID to 

torn 

{^0 to 

fntopnto 

(310^10 to 

netn 

(wif) 

1. 

wto 3 ftor 

ft^een 


frfe^n 

ftojRn 


■BMsa! 

2. 

4^ to 15$ far 

3.00 

138 

. 6.00 

276 

9.00 

414 

3. 

ieto to 3of ftor 

6.00 

276 

12.00 

552 

. 18.00 

828 

4. 

M^fcl 

12.00 

552 

, 24.00 


36.00 

1656 


(iii). torfyTf 3 jfa 3 R 4 yRB to ^Rf to \ 3 ?nto TX 3 TRnn erf 3 fft TRT to feR torf frfet ytot T? 

to5RR TPTR: 


3>. 

to. 

- totoreR to 

^ toto en 3mr w^n wi ufciRn m<n \3w nm 

13TT e^r (^0) 

^RT (^0) 

1. 

yam 3 f^n 

ft^eeb 

fto:^ec*> 

2. 

4^ to 15'to fto 

20 

12 

3. 

i6n to 30^ fcn 

40 

24 

4. 

vl'H4) H^lcf 

75 

45 


(iv). tototo % ftog ng rfxFTcT 4nrf/M *R togRR W: 


3>. 

to. 

aifons^T to 3i4fto 

^ yfto aiaRT vJ'HeN wt yRiftn alarm 

wtm nm fro) 

1. 

yam 3 fct 

ito:^e<b 

2. 

4to to istor 

25 

3. 

i6to to 30 ^ far 

50 

4. 

vR# M^^teT 

" 100 


(v) . totonto n7 wt ftoy to totwB to *m to to torf faton ^ft to to totnRR ynR ^o 100 yfto ^n 

3i&M ^nyn mn y^nto ton nm 11 

(vi) . totarrft to tow rfftoto to to TTfntor yyjBn to ?nto to to ttofrf to nn y^rm tot ton 11 

5. ''tofto TRrf tour to anpR, totatototot y^rny toy^ : tototo/toto tonrf to Rrto tofrf to to 

rftor ton w ani tototo/wtoi toto % am tofrf'tototo to yfer^to to to toto to to 

e. ynmy to toto tototeri to 3RR tR tototo to to Tn ftoto 22 to 2009 gRT tofrf tonrto 

to » to toi 

7.1. r nmto to rfyn ^to 20 njyr 2009 to totatotottot toto to antofton to to toi totototo to 3 mto y^ny yn 
iR^cfton fton an 1 totorf to anrto ywy to tor t fto geRtoyR wff ytom rr afft to rib rf wm 

to yrf to feR yrft tor t? Rrr tbr sRcnfto ftoy R f 1 Tig^r Tprf to, toy^ tototo/toRn rfFtorf to 

to ftotogn yrgn ftoq toi 


7.2. to w ftotofa, totototo to ynyfcra m fto 22 to 2009 gRT rf to rfftor ^Bi/rfton 

tomto to tiri? to to to! totototo to arcto r {torto 2 nw 200*9 gRT amT yfiRng ton 1 1 ?to gRT ny y?tot afR 


?n.to. 

rf gRT \3^y Rj y?n 

toafl'fto to yiki vi<ira 


to 2006-07 to elPIcT to toltorf gRT 

^ftonRd totow nftototo to any ^0 197.91 

cM to 2006-07 to feR Ulto^R'cl toto^RT 

torftor to n^f wi to? to?RR 3nn ^0 

____>Aw.... ---..- -- ->..■■ 

yrf yyton ynrto to ^tr totow to rf ^nn uRai 

tot 11 to 2006-07 to 2008-09 (c|Krf<b) rfto 2009-10 to 

ar^nnto to fto totobyri to arm totto tot nto ^' — 
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481.06 cm {mi 2007 - 08 /M 2008-09 3 
ft? RR 2006-07 M i)R 3 TR Ri 3 Ff?TR) rf 
TtcT M ?3M tl MfMR %T3ff 3 tMt 

R?R/'yiefl erllMd ftpTR ^ RjjcTeTlftl 

RFlf R 7 MtRR M? MM R? 
fMTCT rf 3 TTR rf M 2006-07 $ teTR 
RRcrfcTR 3 TTM iff Ml 


cnf 2008-09 RFcf rf RTRT rf 7£RT t, 

MM cTO ffcm mmi MM Mr r) 

3RJ7R? erf 2008-09 R> fM RTRcrfM 3TTR>M 

rf amcH Ml _ 

y^eR ^irKiff e£ 3RJTTP? Mr ^rqf M 

RTR?R MrTT mfo R? fMp? rM 

MMM Mrw *f tf*fW M M ^ 

feR Sf^llPid RT7TTRT7T, 3TM 7?R Rrf 
2009-10, 2010-11 M? 2011-12 f 3M # 
cRR M | 


(r). MM #T RRT 2006 - 07 , 2007-08 3 fR 

2008-09 ^ Mpf ?ffRRR^ ^ y ^ Rxlcl 

RFfdfM MR? RTcTRTTcT 3 fk <rf 2009-10 rf 
2011—12 e£ SFJRH TTPTcT fcjcj'i^l ff M) 

( 73 ). ^mmid ^cil^lrf R> rfqrf rf Ryfrf Rjrf 

Mr? MMt (strMM) yRiMi fi 
nM Mth rtM fc#rM 
hsRcici fM Mt M Mirtt rM Mr? rfft 
roH £m ysffrid fMr M ir rtcmm 


3 RJfiR‘ Mold M RTR?T M \M f, R 7 TM ^ 
RcM erf rf rf7H MrRRTT R|ftTT3TT M R1RT 

rM M Mtrrt rtcT Mr? rtrtrtr rtt 
Mstr Mr t 


(r). RcfalR R? RR erf 2009-10 rf 2011-12 

i fM Mrwt y^R-dci fM Mr erf 

RRTRTT R|rf rf ftR IRRlrfd RR R? 3TTR 
3R£Hl , -M M fMjcT RRRT M I 



3 TR Mt RRT MfrfM RTRR rfRM 2008-09 (RlMM) MM TT 
3 ?eidR ftRT RRT 11 


erf 2009-10 

fl 


2011-12 Ro 3 PJRFT rMM cTTRcT fefRRR W M RR 


(r) 3 fR (? 3 ). MfM rfR rfrf fM ^ ?:- 


(MM) 





Rqx u i 

5793 

5282 

4761 

3684 

226808 

253715 

,260473 


310000 




yfetTTrT W? 

Jf___ 

o 9 18 36 52 52 

0Clm'Jt v?ra 
#JWH 
2006-07 
RPdTJTFf ^ 

^RTT ^1 

(yfct?m 4 ) _____ 

Mrf): 31 2009 RR rfrfRRft W RTRTRR 2149 t M 

2009 - 10 $ Rf R^rf ^ fcTR ^RdlRri IMt RRT 11 M 

2010 - 11 ^ 2011-12 $ M, 2009-10 ^ MMf RT 75 RfrTRcT 
^fclRlRd fMT RRT t, RfM RTRTRTR ^ Mt RRTepff ^ 

8ii?uf)?f^ rf snMlM gjgwi Trf rjtf ^ ar^HiPra M 11 

RfalR R? M? erf 2009-10 % 2011-12 ^ M TfrfRRR R RF 7 RR 
fM M erf RRTRR M ^ ^ fM UWlfeld R? R? 3 TTR 3 TJRH 

Mt RRT 11 



(73). ferf?PTrrf M e^ frfR Mr? RR 3 MRrf R7 MtRR 5RR ^ ferf RTRlfM R? 28/10/2009 Rt R0 
MRd MUR 3M RT 31RRTRT RcfRTR 46.71 erf crfRTR RTcT? RPlMR R7 ^ 3RRT? R? 3fW3 3?[ M 11 
fMrf ^T fMRR rf 3TTRR R7 3TEJ7R M| 

3TTR ^ 3TRRTRR Rpr 3 ^ 1 ^ rfrfRR R? 


r^cr fMrrRrMft r 2 . 5.1 r 3 tjrk, ezrq otrM rtitM Mrr Mrr 3 jf? 3 rr 3 R? M ^ ttM w 

SFJRR R?JeR e^ MM? ^ fM RWTR Mrf ^ feTR rfrfWl ^ 3 TRMM RRTcH eRR rf 3 RTR R 7 M 2009-10 
RJ WI M RRerf e^ ffrf RRR T^RTR rf 2011-12 ^ tcTR eTTRTT fMm eRR 3 TRRHRRTRRR_fj_ 
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(R>). RTR RR 2006 RT RF^R 

4B<^ k 3TkRjRld FFR vjTT 

^ 1 1 RT^frf^m rrjcrt fa#r&Tf rr 2 . 

6.2 k 3ksTT RRTdT t RTTR ^pt rtr 
fWfo R%TT R?t TTTR 1 TktkcT k^R RTR k 
3RJTTR, RRkk RTt RR^ 3fft RIcff R^k k 
fcTR RRT tpkifcIRR 4 r1ki 11 RRTk, RoR ^ 
BR ciTRTT RR RR 3RTRR RTRk k feTR 
fWftcT k Rktf felRR £RTf RR kRR k>RT 
11 $'H4> cHeTTRT, 'TNilkcT ^IrTR RR Rk 3ffc 
TTTeft RTk R> RRTeTR k fcTR RRT £cft 4dR> 
sfR 4 RRTRR fkdftcl 0 RT 11 cTRTk, RctFT 
^ M R?f cTTRcT RR 3FJRTR cFTk fcR^ 15 
RkRT^I RfcT % ^ftdlRd $TRT 11 ktfpM 
R?TtkcT ^TR RR k kk if 3^RRt kr 

krrjkr Rrk rr ffcm r 3 i 


(?4 kRRTRR 3 arm R^tRf kkR kfT3Tt 
i feT^ RkjRT kkT RR, ktfPM RTR 
3RRTfk RTFI k fcR WWlRld 4RR RR 
3fR tflR Rk 2009—10 k 2011-12 k IcR 

iwi 3 UgRdd f^TR RTF! R> fen? 
3RRTkcT R^RR Rldldld R>‘fcTR RRRR cHRR 


/RRRf k fcTR TRTtkcT WI RR B^ 
SlkRRR £NR>K 2006 RTRTfr if RTTRffkcT fcRJT RRT 8JT| cRRRR, 
^ efRR SR^R eft RRT? k RTRR fcTRT RRT RTI RRTft, 

TTRlkcT Wt RR RT RTRfRRR k feTR ^R? ^Plddl' k RTR 
'M'HShIcTT sTTRR RR 6tdlffR %RT RRT 11 BRfeTR RRTTfk RTRR 
tRR R>k RRR ^TTRRTT RR fcjRN R^f f^RT RRT 11 RRR ^ ft^ER 
RRTcRf k fcTR TfRR 3Tft RER 3T£RRR Rrk ^ feTR RRiff RR^ 
R5t RTT R^T 11 ^PT RR R> R?te k RTR^ 3 R?TNH, R^ 

?I, 3Tk RR'Rf^t eTTRfT ^ Rf^Tlk -R^tcfr ^ SJERRk ^ 4^ U TTR ^ 
RTR TRR ^RTI 


Rk/Meft RRf R?f RfrTkkRT R> f^T Wit RB^RR d^R ^ RTR 
Hl'Jjdl *^PlR RR 12 Hvri^x RfRT RRT Tfry f^TR RRJ cfF^R 11 



(?). RkT^feTRR RRK TO 420 TTfcf RRT 
^RR cRk RR 3 TIRN TW RT^ | 


(R). % R?T dTRR ^ MRR ^ fcTR TO 57T 
Tjk RRRRR yfciR-l R?[ RRT^t efTRcT R7 
kRN R>k RR 3TIRR TTR RT^ | ?R cTTRR RR 
fcTTJcT RRTTPT ^3TkR?^^feR^kTRRT 
eTRcT A RRT^T Tf?tlRR RR RRTR RTTf^RR 11 


TO 420/- RfcT RTT RR TTRR f^tl RRRt k feiR TRdTRdTSTf . 
BeR^ ktR? f^TR f^k T? ^ k f^R RTF; TRN I RkTR if 
kRR RRRt ktRWT if y^ftdd %RT RR RBT 11 


RRT^k eTTRcT Rk RRRRR Rfk^R k feTR TO 571/- RR tRT3TR 

/k fcRT RRT t:- 

tdR - TO 415-00 

kRTTBR - TO 125-00 

kReT3TR - TO 14-38 

RRkfRRR - TO 16.46 


TO 570-84 (TO 571 ^itl^d) 


RRTtRR ?FT RRTR RTlkeT Rk k>RT RRT 11 

















[m in—- 4 ] 


to jf to : mmm 




T^cp Ml R Met gl HlfM, 0600 M W 2200 Ml cfcfj cJR 
PITRR W1 11 <McT MlT W Mu W mM ^ fcFJ 11 vFljcM 
tMt tM RTR ^ Ml W wM 


R MW gt RFRT O u iif 6 'OM ydiRT 'Horll Rind •Tgt 
to W tl crff, WlM cira WfMM RFRT t MfW 


ff W tPR°I 


R> feFJ RR 


(i) . McH RFRT efr 50 yfcRRT tR 

yxjfRTH <# feFJ v^Roqq 3RJJTTM M 4F 
3TRIR W2 cfR | 

(ii) . RFTHf 'mWrF SRRRI 4? fcR Rft3T‘l‘TlcTl 
gRT ciiRslef IMl "W RFRT fWRR gWcTT t 

7>MM PR M RFTRq v^MpT cM 
<14 Ml MftfSf t g|R M?H "RFTF RR 
RWT 25 TlfcRRT Mt t MM RF WMM 
^ MM t | wjcJrT W RTRRP t, %JW 
i\ MM $ fcR TRHRR RFRT R> 50 WcRRl 
<R MMrt cf> 3R(FFT RtWcR «RTR | 

(iii) . M^RRI MleH R> fM RTflMp RFRT 

Ml c5T ten Rl MWM cp MW FR^M 

ft>Tf *R t, M 2006-07, 2007-08 3TR 
2008—09 cf) 4IRlRl4> 3 TrM R> FM ^xfFTg 

M I _ 

W). RFRT MRR t TjMtMt F0 4 4RTS 3> 
Rrtol 4P fFF3N-MT| Rt^Rtqforcft M 
4>W M ai^ TRTkj sfR M W w 
cIRf 2006—07 ^ M 7JRTT t *^ufl0cf fMl 

w mi 

cR 2007-08 8fk 2008-09 <fc Fife cMT F 

Tim ^fcRnRTT WR TR3S 3W Mr R73S 

M 2009-10 Tl 2011-12 <$> fW? 3l^#m 

Mel ^ RRT Ml | 


(i) . Mff fro Rm MnM rfrt Mri gR?rm wwi F7 

f^tTR Cfr7^ c^ tfR t I 

(ii) . Rmtf^m R1RR %RR 3 Mrr fM W 11 


(iii). tftWRT ^ miRM ^ t4>3R F toM ofR RTTO TRTRR 
cA RFRT, 3fR Mi MtHT Ml ^iMtcT, R^STT, StMiRR 3M, 
MM, RR 3TFp, ftfcRT, cMMIRT, Ml Rift ^ RTtM 
RFRT RTftR t I 


^T TJpft PMr 

30/03/1986 - MW 
03/04/1995 - MW 


cJtM 

31/3/09 Wt Mr 
TRj? 

31 / 3/08 Wl Mr 

Ms 


R) 19.76 RT^ 
■^0 372.76 RR3 

W 392.52 RM 

^0 9.58 RRJ 

^0 246.41 RI73 

^0 255.99 RRI 


2009-10,, 2010-11 M 2011-12 fM WcfR Ms tPR?!: ^0 
236.8 RTR, ^0 227.25 RRR 3fk ^50 217.65 RFR 11 


(®). 5RJRR MllMW ^ WS 2,7.1 ^ ^RTffRT RRRR ^ MlMW ^ R^TR M TUcff R ^ RRR 

R^RR, ^RI^TR cfMV 3#MlR 1956 • R MtT gRT WMfM Mn W 11 Rg MM Ml I MW Mmi 

WWM Mr sMfM ^ oiwr r i I ftm rtrm ir]m Mrr rrtr t M f\ MlM Mir rrt 
mRrmIWW ^ fWMi tjri r ^fWW fM 11 

RTR RFRTTOT 11 RFRT WIT t 
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dKI qftcjifclci «e4tr,v! IRJtfP 



R?llHq4ll ft 3TTfHT 51'cncT TgT ftdl 11 



(n). ft z\^m, H*m«n 

WTO/fftft sf^Tc! ftft Plftfcld ftft TT 
ftcrrom cft wit ejrft ft ¥<kr 1 fttfft 

cfcfaFT *f 16 gfcftlcT eft cT? ft 11 3^ 

wft ft c^W ?qxz gft ft> efFTcT WIT 3 
TTfcTeTTH 6 ftcfTOcT Wt ftftftftcl ftw W t | 

16 4>T ftftoTPT TTfcRTcf w*\ ft 

c^’4511 elMlcl ^ fePTT TOTRTT t, $dfcN Pi^l 44 
WTO ftt mR^cI'I ft TOeFT fftt? TOfft eft 
yftrftcT 11 

fliH fft^ 44 41'41'lfftl G eTT4d facial ft 16 4ft 44 ft 

TORTOlTOlft 44 ffttTR fft4l 44i ft 3fN fftftST 44 WTO TOcPI 443T 44T 

ftl 

(X). 

ftTO ft fcRJ %6\ fVlft TI TOffET 
ePTFl 44 TOM4 WC ejft i 

ftftWI m ft fftTJ 444T ftTOITI 3M4T4 dMId ft TO4 ft 4j/ftxIlRd 

ftw w ft 1 4ft 5 ft ^ 3fh? ^rftr ftro ft dr^-row ft far? wh 

ft T34TOW 44lft ft TO^TOR 4fftftftrd eft Tift 1 1 

(xi). 

fttftlftcfl ft 314’l q<*|M eft 'tfftfill ft lel^ 1 
3mi 4TfW ftftm 5TP FTd ft ft Tlfeel 
fftTOI ft i 44M ^PtRtlcl efft fft 3TT UWI4 ft 
fftr? TOlft enft fftcTcT U'klft 44 
cJPa/^ff^/ftcIcT T^/ftcRM 44 
3EJ4HH 4TT4E*? T^ftTT TOM ft TTlfftcT fft^ 

44 aropftt ft ft1 

ftWW WillcR 4>Mil W dfcrfftf^T ftt W'l(clfft(ft fl dMIfl 
fftw ft z&q ftftfftfro ft wft irnfftro fti 
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II 

ft*! fftMIT 

ee im 

7.00 





1 


ESE9I 

105.00 

48.44 

48.44 

48.44- 



fftyft!: 

ftftlSR ft 3ftpft! ft 3F£M? 3TR7 3FJMR 7T& 

fftd! RRI 11 _,___ 

cftftdM RRR ft^U^cR Md 3 ^ tz (c[^ 6) ft Mlft sft 
^jft fft*J Mft 11 MM ft t 7 ! MIRft ft! RfSftft MftT cR5 t 

fyRT cR? ^WI ft Wfl 2009-10 ft 2011-12 3Rfft ft fcflj 
? n{ ysjRp *r ft ft^r m yft^ci ft ft ft! tri<ri iidl sftcifftcfd 
3TRT y^ci yR 11 

TOfcTcT ^MR ft 3PJdR oilRkUld ^TFTFff M W?pP ftfa 
fci^Rjecf? 4141 m ft 3 i^tr fftfftfe ffty yy 11 ftcMftch yft 
r? ftgTM! mr yrqjc4) 3fty fftftr^RP ft w yy yMifftc! ffty 
yy ft yftifft 4 ftftyft ft Mift yy 3fa ffty yy Rfftro 
yrmift! ft yiyft ft ffty yy f 1 tort mr yfft ft!4!yy ywifftd 

ffty yy at 3 ft? ^ oilfftRd RRR TITHMd: Rtf W ft ;3RT 

yyyf ft ?rpt fttaT 1 1 yftyR ft, tw ft yyyf yy 3fRm yR 
yfct ft!£^ 14 ftto £ yrftft cyfftlTd RTFTP4 yy aflw *TR yfcT 
£tpl ftyc! 4 ftfGdO £1 crfr, sifftRd RRR ft! 3ftMT W yfft 
cPm 25 ftfftyy t yft yft ftsiry fty ft! 3T^arr yRd! £ 1 
IMffty, ft!4!yy ft Wftl'ld RRR! ft ffty' ™ MR IHdlfftT 
cpMT M^eld yHT M! 24 TI cRTrfft, FTe! £t ft, Wft H6l9cdd'l ft ffty 
MR MfTRT Weft (ftlftlyrr) cTT^ dRft ft m&R ft fftftq ft 
snddi^d ftyfty afk wrf Pt^uTl ^ ieR 4Wi^l eft yftp^y eft 
^Ref WIT £ I 3 ™ 3?ft Md cppft ft fcR 3ftfaR ^dft3I ftft 
yft?T ftef 3lt? fft/ftd Ref 5P*RI.' 3RTefT?d d9d*7 £ I 3j/4lfrlc! 
cqftkldd diyift <ft fftpRfl ft fciy'3ftfft?T yTdTftjTftftjf ftyRFTd 
£, vftfcp sift 3iMdi$d ^rmi d£i'£ i ?mTft; <wftd1 ^r ftyB 
m ftt ^pft £ 3fft wiHt ftt w ^rPrei"d£f £ i vti mr 
^RRT eft ftd 3RP ftfey ftft 3PT 3RPR]fd'yMlftft'^R fftRRT 

ft fen? fftm t fttftKR ft wTifti ftt w 
tl 3THdl^d ftdftT ftl 4^4W MTdT £| dft 

3Rftftd fftdT 3TRT £ ft. <RR ft! RfftlM RRlft ft ftp? ft 
ft^RR MR ftfOdO *f !PRR ^RdT ft 7 !! ftRT' Wft' ft HRft ^ £ 
Tftj ^4<lft MdR ft fftfty MR ft! 9\:i«R epft ft feR' uwifcld 
yft ftftM ft m Yd y^i 

mrfftr ftftftd MR ftRd?! £:- 

ftftfft ft ddft -i nj WfftFRT 'HRM /tft ^R MR 


(xv). 


(xvi). 


ftftR ft ^ifftRd RRlft/tft dd!M R? 
^Tcp ft^RR MR Mdlfftl Rft ft fcR MR 

ft 3ftfp epft 4 left yfftftftftft rr yft I 
!RJRP R? ft ft?5T M m^c! ftft ft! TRTMT 
Rift! 3lfrlR4d 3M yft 2009-10 ft 2011-12 

ft ypftp ft feR 4^lft 1 


ftftdft ft ^dft TR cftftRTd WTRf/tft! M 
yWl(4d 'H^RR MR M ePT 3MR ft! 
RRfft i ftft tR ftter yfcTfftr sfRR ^rpt rr 
R? 3TRR Rf fW W ft feR ftft ft! 

^cPl£ MdlfcR cpftf ft 4R?R ft! MR yfti 


jfr 

ft. 

3rfftR£R ft! 
Slftft 

M'SPMTMfTMRR: yfMft! 

3TSRI ■ ddR! HR’ ('Po) i 

1. 

y&R 3 fft! 


2 . 

4ft ft 15 ft fftr 

1503 

3. 

16 ft ft 30 ft fftr 

300- 

4. 

ddft M^dld 

600’ 


(xvii). 


yWlfftd feMft ft. 1 M R?ft ft feR 
ftftrfftc! yft fft ftft^R ft IcR fft^Jeep tftcRf 
ftftMR! ft RRt/^yift! cpftt ft ten ftftr? 
ft wn ft! dftky ft fftrft! ffty Riftfti 


ijift ftRlftf Wl ?lft Mdlfftd 3If!5ft!:ft RTfe'ft! 11 


MR ftft RRRT MJRP ftyftR MdR- ft Mfftc! ft! t 


(xviii). 


fft:^eR 3Tftft ft! ^)3T!cT, ftftMR Rpftftel 
yftftft ft id's 1 dl^ ftdRR MIR ft dftftcT 


2655 GI/10—2 
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31^41 4.2 - rfddrf W ^ rf^EEl rf 3I#T 
gfc EMR A Trf 1 rf 4 yRIlrfd 

31^41 4 ETrfeT E?I E^ Erf Erf E^ t | 
eIrTT ER 'rf4 rfRrf rf IcR RT^ 4 Erf 
ERTTrfR E RTfrfR Erf | 


(xix). 




8.1. rfrfrftrf rf ETg E EE rfETE> 4 ERgrf 2010 gRT EF ER4 ^ rf felg Efrf ^TPTcT frfRE rfET ET frf 3EErfl 

EE ElEFE rfrfEE EERTE 3 Elrfrf^cT/E^rfrfd ERirflET ETTErfl rf rfeTR frfET EET 11 y>Mlrfd E3J6ET rf ERR rf Trf 2010-11 
rfrf 2011-12 El ErfE) erf 4 E0 27.19 ETRE EE 3Tf4rfEE 3EE EE 3F£ER cETTET ^ | yWlrfd EEJoET 4 #W? Erflrfftl rf 
2009-10 ^f E0 62.49 cERE, 2010-11 4 E0 202.68 cTRE rfrf 2011—12 4 E0 201.15 eTKE Erf 3 EF^ EE 3FJER eTERTT EET 11 
EcEMR, ERR rf ^TeT rfETET 3 E|E 2010 gRT erf 2009-10 rf frfg rfrfER'E J lfrlrfrf rfj 4iwrf4> MldlMId, 3TTE rfrf eTTETT 

rfl . 

8.2. ERR rf «rf?T frfTTET 23 ERgrf 2010 rf Sl^rfrfd EEEE 4 rftEE rf Erf rf EElrf TO MFl M rfETET 21 3rfR 2010 
gRT grflR 3R^rf 5.2 rf rfrf grf 'ERR 4 3FE EEE/MRrf R^rfErf E> W EE ?KNrf '3RJ ERR EjrfErf rfcRElrfE 
ERct ^ ERlrfR ER^ EE RJ5TFT rfgT ^) 

9. gE ERR 3 rfER-frfrrf rfgrf Wrflf^li FE ETfrfERE rf EErfcR E> 3TfrfeRsTl A \3ERRT 11 EM irf rf'Erflrf rfrf 
Egg Tstf gRT erf El? fcg'rfirf EE ER ERTfrfF Wf erf 3TRE rf rfET RRET I rf wrf FETtl tgWFR 
http://tariffauthority.gov.in EE rf 'Rc1«T ERER ulrf J> | I 

10. EFRl E?T EErfElrf rf rf^R gER «rf Erf EEE EjjERT rf Rgrf rf Pinfold fMcT EER rfrfl rf- 

(i) . eMe ERR RRT (rfWrflrf) rf rfrfg 3 EJE 2010 gRT E^ 2009-10 rf EREf^F ETEFTR. SITE rfrf 

efRE rfrf rfl ^jfrf Trf 2009-10 E?rf rf rf ^4E 11 ?TffeR, rffrfFM gRT ^EErf EE rfEFF 4 ERErf 
2010 ^RT EF^ ^ EE ERErfcF 3TTERf EE feTER rfRI EEI ^ | TTEE^TR, ERR gRT ETpER f^E Eg 
rfE ^ER (tTI^E^E) EfctrffSl EE cTRE rfERT E?!eR E^eET RR ^rf 2009-10 $ E0 143.48 EIRE 3?rf El 
grf 2010—11 rflE 2011—12 c£ jeR E0 457.61 EIRE EE ETERE Midi d^lldl 1? | ERR EE ERTTE EcfgR ET^ 
3fR Melt ER^ E^cET E?I EFT. ER?l F^ FR rfcrf^T erf 3E%ET RE rf tJET ER^ afrf rfrfRRTT R3TT 

3RE ERR ^ RRR/E^ EE cRrf rf feP? rfcFRJeET EER rfrf RRrfRT EErf EE£R E^TR rf rfR 

f^FlIRd EERl erf E ) rfd'd0d <Hdrf ^ feR 11 

(ii) . rflrfrfrft gRT ETf^R rfR EE ETTEcT rfgRT % rfTE EE ^ EETFr RpEfeTREcT f- 

(crf. ERR gRT EE 3RRrf rf, rf t7ET EET t % Rvrfg ET^t E^ETJ grf"TR IciRd^ (EReM^T) ^ 
EFRRR E^R ETR1ER EE HERE 1.8 EfcREi rf 2 EfcRR ERR rfrfERE Trf rfgrf EM ERRT 11 
R^rfg ER^ ^E ^ F^ET ERE cfrfEcT fclfERF gRT ET^EE EFRR EElREl ^ ERftg Erft erfrfR 
Rfef felrf^S rf FRR^RRel ET^ER gRT%RR RfeT (3Trf#rf^) . ETRRETEE A rfEP-TlEE, ERR ^ 
ERR rfrfWT ^ ET^EE ETcTTER erf 2008-09 3 EF^RcT 4761 rf ER ER erf 2009-10 ^ 3684 

(EfcrfrfR ETRTrfET 3TTET^ 3880 ^j) Tjrfg^TR rfRT t 3?rf EldlEld ^rf^ETEf erf ER 

ERt£ E^ 2010-11 rf 2011-12 $ ERlET E^ ^ gRR 2763 rfRT 11 

erf41M ERR RRT ^ CRF rf rft^TEd '5feRT rferf^R E^t E^ 11 RE EE> TjrftTT ^rfld E?I Rldl 
t El FREE EEIrIE REElE rfRT ETTET ET%E I ERR gRT 3EER erf E^ ‘rfgERRf TpR ERR rfg ^ 
rfER gTF REeFE ERTET EET t EEE[ grf ETFt Elrf rf^Rid/rfrrf^R rfFJ ETR ET?1 3FE M 
rfrfERRT rf rfcREEt EE E7EET ERET rfRT 11 ERR 4 E^ER? rfRT t rfl rfrfEdRT ^ E^EE ERIE fd 
ER rf EFT 11 F#eR, EEElEET REREt ^rf^^ErfETFTtrfr rfrfERR EEJcET ^ rf 
ERTER rfR ER rfET I rfrfr gE ElrflERR gRT Pfafftg E^ 3ffSfERE RR t, FETfcR ETRE erf ETETET 
erf 3EETrfg ER^ $ feE 3Rrf ^rfERR EE Egfe ERET ET^g rfR #RERT ^ 3TTER Trf E^ rfglrff 
grf RcETEERT E R|ER ERrf grf ETETEElrft ETl cTeIRTET Elrf's’ dirf> EjrfR eR]ETET <F REElE rf E[ER 
rfRT ETT Rrf| 

FTeTT% REFER: TRJcg WEE ^ ERTER E dM^Ed ERRrf ^R rfgR PlRT ETRT t, EFR, ?E 
. , . rfEerfE rf EEIeR ^ feTg, erf 2010-11 rf 2011-12 e^ g^EE rfrfgERT rfgrf EM ER^ E?I EETEET 


TO f -iatfi r 
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qTTerr toto m\m to 2009-10 f #jw t ^tf1%tct fto* ff yftofto fttttftct ff 3880 totoj, 

FFR F7FT FFT tl ?FT FRTlFF to FRFTFFFF^T, 3TTF FF 3FJFTF to 2009-10 to feR W £TFT 
yfcltoF F7R FF FFR FFTT FFT t1 

(to tolFT *JcF F^FFFFT to 3FFR FF SFprfto qF 3 FTftofT ^ FF toFFF 2010-11 A to 

to f^?r tofto FFtoto A totafcr to to t, 3.76 totor t 1 yjtolF> e^ra fft to FTfto to£ 

TRFTFto ftto cfrfl -$ c||Rffto> tototo/SRpTHt A to 2010-11 #7 2011-12 to Foto> to to feR 
'iRdR'Id FFR FF ^RdlRd to to 11 

(f). Ft 2009—10 to fcR Feto Fto feTFxT £F> ct ypld to elHlcl quid IHFT Fto FT? t to fto tlK'FRFT t 
UtfRdd totFF UidlFlF FT FTFRIcT tl F$to FF 2010-11 3TfF 2011-12 to ^TTcTRITeT 3T^R 2009-10 to 
FTFTF FtR FF FFR F^ FT* t\ ?FTfeR FR to W1 to feR 6TTFF SI^FHH FRR 3TF1 Ft 

2009-10 to feR tftcT cJIRlfto 6TTFF FF ^RmiRf ftoFT FFT t FF7J Ft 2010-11 ®U 2011-12 to 
fcR 376 FfcRIF FfcTFt to FTftR l 

(q) . FFt 8fR TFlto FRt to FFRTFf to f^R ^FTcT ftR FT* tlFF to cTTFcT toR toll) FRF FftotoT to fto* 

OTRffc! FdtodF sflF FttSRT FW to eTFRT t FoTF FFFFTFT to fto* ?Rt tt t FTFTftcT FFR?1 
FRTlFF FF FFTF FTlfteT Ftf ftoFT FFT FT1 FFTF to FIFI’F FftoFF FFFTTF t ^RFlfto 

^PT WcT cnJ 2009-10 ^ cgd EPT 15 ^frRRT ^1TI Fief tt tf, RFTFRRf ^TRTT ^ Rfft 

4)^T||R-qt 3j^ cfWTRl ^ ^cR sfa ti 23 ^RrTcT ^ ^ I ^ 

Vm ^ WlRlR ^ fePF ^ 2010-11 ^ feR eR7 3lt? eT&TT R^5FT RTO ROT^t 

rptci c(p 3 i^fh TmT^m %m Rq 11 3^Rft qit ^ feq, Rf^i ^ ^ viftdRsici rr r? 
fEmi^ fW w 11 

(^). RfH R qf 2009-10 ^ feR? ^RT J lfrlftfS[ Rt 3TW^RJ f^cRT fe 3TR1 ReFT EfR^ ^ Wrm 

ciiwRlq f%cfR to sfR fcto czr (qnto) ton tl irjrf Et ftr tt A unto rirri 

TRTlERf ^ ftR^ WT ^ 7PRT Icxld feR dt'lcl f^ajfrT ^ 3FFTR RRTTcf RRF ftfoT ofk f^f^T cRF 
(WFt) ^ 3TFRR to ’fTcTFTT ^ d^HTRl ^A A RRlRtto to ^ A \ FR FfcTto 
fto to to toq to rt 3nto ^ ^rt to rr tofto fto w 11 

(r) . ^ ^f vitod to ^ 3to RRto A to ^ to oFjqto FRq torq toto 

fto t % FF ^ OTcRR W 11 RF 2005 ^ FFJeR totoFlt ^ f^sto RFRT RFT 

Fto ff sr^RRi to f^ to toq rftfrh ^to $ to 11 3iq tooff ^ to toR frr 
to 3FF FFTFRH ^RTRf A A\ toq FRFR ^1 toto to RTF, ^ ^ to R^T tolRT 
frr gRi toR to ton toitototito^^ 1 Fftoioi ^ fttor ^ *>q 
totof fto FRT t to FftolR to ^ toFlfto ^JcR <R to^T ftol W 11 F^feR, RTFcT 
wit totoM qq or^tom toto frr fton tot%r to fto rrt 11 
(if). FRFT §rt towi tofto ^ to FRito tototo ^ fto Fto m i6 Ffto to tr A 
Fftom tototo fto rft 11 ftoT r? Fftor mm totfto ^r fjft to toto? to F^eR 
HtoiPtoi ^ FftorF totoi Rto ^ fto RRTT \Rrtor?fT cF 60 FftoR ff ^'idi rr ftolRd 
to 11 FF to RFT t f^T to 2008-09 A 4761 toi A #qRR to FM to t (2004-05 A 

rferr 6234 toi Fltoto to mi t) i ton mA\ A, vmm A to tototo aRi?n 
toto to to t to toto w tofF rr ftofto to fto ff wmi ftor mz ff 

yfddl'F FF FftoRR FcfFH FTto ti toRT dltotoF FFtotf t to'Rh FF FftoRr Pldltod tof FF 
yfrldl'F 'dflFFrf Itoj dlt ct FF^ to to Fto 2010-11 to 2011—12 to IcR R0 272.87 eTTCF FF diet 
FfFT I to FoH FTFT FWiRlF F^eR ^^1 F?1 tot t to to FF RRT ^jfcT: FRF to FlFT I 
(iii). RF^FF ftotol to toto, F^ 2009-10 A 2010-11 FF FTFRT toFFR FRflfto fto FFT t to toto dTFTT 
ItoRR 3ldd J dF>—1 RF FRFF ftoFT FFJT tl ^fto ^ 2009-10 M6cf tt FRF Ft FFF t, FFTfcR F^ 
2010-11 to 2011-12 to feR RTFcT tocf FF FFTF TRJRF FftoaF FF toto to 1^ TjRdlRF fto FFT 11 
FtoeTTF to FTF FFT Fltoto A Tgd FTRT F^ 2010-11 to 2011-12 to feR ^0 344.06 eTRF t to FFJRF to 
FcfFH FFR FF ^HlRd FFRTF 3TTF FF 85 FftocT toto?T FRT mR j |R|F FR?F t I 

23 FRFto 2010 to FRTF to FTTFPF FRIlFF FFFTTF to ftoTF to FTFF, FfRFRFT to feR F7RR FFf ^ FF cTR 
FFTRtol FFR Fto Ft to FTF FFT FfRFFRT FFFTF FF RlFFH FRrl to?T FTfto tof ItoFT FTTcTT 

11 FF ton FFT t fto FFFFF FFFf FFFFF Ftoto^T Fto mt A to ofR FTFF FRTF to FFJdF FF 

to 2010-11 3ffF 2011-12 to feR FFto FTFT to FRlfFT FT I 23 FRFto 2010 to 31F,Hl(td FRTffto FFFTF A 
FFJeFT ^ Fto^TT FR^ to FTF to to 2010-11 toR 2011-12 to eR F0 152.52 Ftos FF FTFT ^F Fto FtFT I 
FTcTF to FTFF ftotolF RtoeT 3f|F ^ Ftofltoto 4 to FFftoT FRT to, ^T5 FF^eff to FTRF F?RFRFT FFJeFT Fcff A 
FRffFF to FfF FTto FRF FcF FF FRTTF STjto ftotoR FFT FFf IRJFR ftoFR to tosF FR7F 11 
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(ft. wr ft iw ft ftcftt ft g>pff ft 3fk mi ft fen? rfr rrrT ft 20 RfftTet rfift 

RR RRRFI frf 11 RpJ rftReTT rffftrf ftft ftrf rfR ftrf 3Rttfft?H sffc ft?R rf 
3IW rfft ft5 ftrft ft SET fftft fttWR ft geETT ft RRft/'Tjrf RTTeET ft RoR RcqjcTeFeTI RR 
\3eft<4 fftTT t ftlR frfft ft t 1% \3 cR44kII ft ftgf ft RTcft t eft WRII ^TP3T eRR fftn u!T ''Hcbcll 

tl 

ftftft ft mu ft? rft RRRT ^TReT: rf ftcTT 11 RoIR £RT fft RTT ft ftrf RIR ft 

3JKJZR ft fftft ft STIRR R? ReeTR RTTltf^TcT ftpTE RR R[ftp<R efft ft feTR RFRcT 11 RF ftftR 
eJRRT rf fft rf ftrfcT ftlE RR rffrf rff RTTcTT t ft RRTRWT ftt ft RRR frf REcTT 

t eft rft yc^rer rf ft cRR rr ft Rrf t rf rer ft rrr rtrt fft# ft ftft sere# 

Rffteft Rft frf RTT RRRT rffft ftrf eft eft cTTReT rfftrf ft frf Rflrf I rffft rf 
Rectal' frf Wife EaR eft RRR cTReT fft# ft R#frf ft frf eTTEcf ftcRR #IR 
RRR ft ER# YRZ rftft ftt RR rf 11 EeeR ft rf rfR TTER ft Trf 20 fteRTel <fR 
TReTR fftRT f Rft ftcj'cH Rift RR RR frflT RRR ftRT | EetlR ftt RRH fftceflR fft# ft 1TR 
•Rfftftfft ft Riff RTc ft ETREER, ERE ft Eirf eft frf RR ft 20 rfR ftt SRefTf# <jfe 

CRgftrfftRvftt ui i I 

(®). 'R^RR R7RR eft 3EJRTR ftftRTRR ft Rft RR/^Icft fftj? RR RRfftt ft RRtftftef RRR^ RRRR RRR 3TRT 
RRR eft 3ftsR eft RTTcfl t R'ft 3TRRR ft RRRt ft fftlR RfTR R[RR ffteftR^cR' SHRft ft 3IRTRT RRIRTRR 
Rcfftt ftifeIR >P0 20/- ft TO 50/- ftef RR ft fttR t ] 

ftt3ftfttft ft RTR RgReF RR Risftel ReftfR RefftlRR RRRt RRRR RRRT 3lft Plfttl/TF RRTft ft ^?2TR 
RR Rift ft RRlft RR RR/^Teft fftR RR 3RRTc!/fRRIR RRRt tR ftgRR RRR' ft RRRR 

cRcRSR'ftt gfftRRRR RRlft RR RTRR fftRT 'I i 

RRTR R^NR RftR \3RRW RTRRTft ej|ft ERfft RR RFfftelcT Ripft ft feiR R2R RRR^T R'Rlci RRR^ ft 

feTR 12 fftR 3FR 3TTRTR RRRt ft feiR 7 fftftt eft ftftp fft?JcRT oTRfft ft 7STR RR ftftTRR Rift 3ft^ 
3RR RoR ■gfftnftt ft TRTcfl fRRs RTJ/Rft RTf 3RRTcT 3fft fftRlcI fttftt RRRf ft feR 3 fftftt ftt 
Rf/RMIR tft:gcRR OIRlft R^llfftcl eft Rft 11 RTTR ft fttWR ft 3RRTR ftft R5pff ft ftR! 3?TRcT 
fftRR RRRJ ft 3TRR RR RxtllPcf fft:gcRi fftRRTT ftt el ft ft Ret ReTRT t fttfft RR 2008-09 ft fetR 4.3 
fftt 11 R?t RR TRftR RRRT RlRTpTT t fft ftftRRRR ftcfft RTRT RRft Rift RRRT ft fft? fftftfftel 
RftRR RftRR RR|RF ftRet ftW RRlcR ft fftR ft fftftfteT Rft fftRT RRT t [ ReeR RR RRRTR 
fftft ftftRRRR ft ftlR Rig ^JcU RftlTR 3RRjftt fRRtftrt RRR ft fetR t I RRJeRT fftRlftftftf RR Tftg 
5.8.1 ReeRT RR Pt:RcT RTRfft fftftfftl RRft RR 3TftlRRR RRR RRRT 11 RReTlftet f^RTcT 3TRft[ RftRRR 
R>t Ui f ! 

fttRRRfR ftft 3RJ RoR ^fft.R3Tt ft 3T2TRT TRtftt fftR RfR Rift RRR^ ft feR ftTTRR RRR 4 ft 15 
fftft ft R5.TR 'TftR ft fftR Rft ^R RRR #7 ^ft W1 ft fttR RRRT: TO 20 3TR TO 12 RR ^ft 
ftft Rgft ft fen? ^RfR>R: RTetlfteT fftRT W t I SReTeft Tftftf ft fcR, RSTTR RRR R9R Tcft ft fftR 
RTRlfteT RT ft 2 ftft 3.75 ^RT RR RReTlffteT fftRT RRT 11 fttWR TTftf ft fcR RTTlfftt RTTTR 
RRR RftcTT R2JcT ft RRRT f cTTfft mi ft RFftt ftt ftft ft fft'TRfl ftt RTT Tift I FT RTffttRR TT 
Ttftf RF RRRT TFT t fft RFTRT RRR TRF TRTTRR t fftTRl RfftcrR TR ft RRRR fftRT RTTRT 
T?rf%RT I 15 fftft ft RTR eppff ft ^TfftffttR ft ftlR RTeirfftT ftftftfttfftp ft IfttRefT ft ToR ft RRft 
eftftt 3-fR ReR ftt TRTRRt cfRT ftftRfR ftn ft TTfteeTR vJRfttR ft TfFTRetT ft RRR eftft | ^TfeU*, 
RRTtffteT ftgTTR R>TR oRTftlfteT fftn W t I 3TR 3TgfttfteT R?pP RcRTn ft 3?ftR, ETT'd?jcR> cR RR 
RRlft RefRR RRftftTt RRftt RR0R RRR FTT ffttT RRT f aft RTTRT RRR fft if fft fft:^cR rft ftt 

TTRifft ft rtr errg fftrr w t fftrf rtr ^rt rstt rfrfftr rficEfift ft 'tttfct fftft ft 
xTRTcRT 11 ftcifrf RRRR RFeR^ft ftt rf rfft RRTIR rft 3lrf ftrfRT ^ R?fftel ftrf 
RTeTRTRT RR 80 yfd^lel fftlfcT fftRT RTIRT eTeTIRT RTT t ft ftRclH 3:2 fftR TTRhIT F I 

ftrfRT ftR WU ReePt TffftlTft R ft RTf ftk rft rf RR Wit RR RFTTR RRR ft fft gSRR 
R^eRT ft fftrf ft RftRTR Rcrf RRRTR ft 3tggft 5.4 ft rft irfrf rft RRRR RRR ft 
cTgft Tftft rfTR rfft 2 ftR Pft g'eN) RRR ft eRjft ft fft Ylrt ffttfft rf Rtft 3Tggft '5. 
2 ft arfeT rfft 3 FTT ft M 11 
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tottor rtot tor to top rrrtr to apjrjto 5.3 tocRRd ^topd ctoto q? toro 3W to 

RRJctt to feTV to Rpfe Rtot t dt to^RT to VI^R-dd RtofRt RR to dT^Fttol 
(it). qffH to Rt to R?JTO to ddtcT R^tof R <R(tod J ld TOTTR/M to TORto RR todlTO RRTR dtR 
tod to to fto to toRRTRRT RRT RTR 3TTTO to RRd RT feTR top Md RRdf td, *0 100 RfcT dR 
RR h414jR| RRTR YIlfRcT Rdto 44 RTOR toll t i 

c^Pk1 J lrl RTPTFTt dtR M Rf fcTR. 3 faff to fto'pRT 3TRlto RT RTR WWlftod TORd WR RdTR to to 
to Rt 3fR 3?fto f^RTR Rt fcR RRT to ^ Rdto |R 4st to 15 ftot Rf R^RR R^R to fto dO 25 

Rfto rr toteR t1 totom RTTRto ato to to fto y+diRd r^tto rrtr RRto to to 

yWI'Rd RFTRd RR to TORT t RRtfto cRtoRTT RTTRTR dlHMd: tod RTdT to #TT t to tod 
R3RR to toRFd dRdT t1 P RpRT RR dT ftoto RRTR TO RTRT RRT dfedRyci dR ton I 

RtotdTR Rdt |R to RTR to RTRT ttto RTeT tot R> to dtp! RRRTR to Wiped RR to totojto 

RR tolRR TOTTR R> rM to ftoffto tod RRT t, todRRT to RFfto ^ T ff to ^ftoda TOTTRT Rt 

to R3Rd RRTR RR’dTR Rt 3RJRTR RR to 3TJRTR RR MRcT Ito W 11 

toRf ^ to *R RR 3ITRR sfR totoT ^ ,p R u T ^ to ^to tofe 4to R^t Bto R> yrfR ^ 

fef^ ^0 100 Utcf RR RjT RTcto R? Wl R^Fl ^ to 3HRTC RRTR RRT R^f to RRT 11 ^5 

^ TTRR 4ft R^cf! to RMTR ^RRcT: RcRlto TO Rfrtto R^t ^ to to tof ^ RFRR ^ 

to toW ^ WIR RRRtR ^ to t, TOTto R? RtoR R?t RfR i RRTR Rff 

q^RT Rto to toTR^ R^ff RR #ftl 

(iv) . RnTR ^ to tot tofaR ^ to^RR to 3RR RRfR ^to^ ^ tolRt RR tolR toR RRR RR1R TO 

tl 

RaTR ^ 23 Rvtot 2010 R^t STJRtto RWR R eg® toff ^ R^R to to RR ftoP 21 to 2010 
griRT ‘Rc^TR 3RR TO/Rto ^ftoj* gTR RITORett ‘3RR RTO1 ^gtoR' Rtoto to |R RcfRTR 3Tjto 
5.2 Rf tofj Rft toto to RR ^?TTR to t! RRtto 31^^ ^ T ^ R ^ W W 

"tow to RaTR ^f 3PR TO/Rdto A Rtot totoei/Rei^Rd, dRI |3R to tot) RR 

R'SK 0 ! RRTR" RtR ^ RRTtfto l^>dl d!R i 

(v) . TO RRTR $ RT^Rtto Tf?ftto RRf Rt to to 3TTR Rt RRf 2010-11 to 2011-12 Rt to ^0 49 cRTRR to 

RR 3FJRTR tl R^IR RcTRto RRRt Rtol RRR to ^dd^cR) RRR $ TO RR RRRt RR RFTO RRTR 

totor to ^ to 3, rtot ^ rrrr r 20 RtoiR rr stjrir tottrt 1 1 rtot r toto rtrtrr 
’ 3t^rh toR ^ to WTT tor tot 1 1 to3toto ^trt Rto to fto ^ rwtr rr, Rto rr 

TOR^ RRTR RT toftto RMRR ftotoR RRt R> fcRT ^o 27 eTRR ttRT I 

Rt R^P RRt 3to cRtolrf RTTRTRf RR TORR RRTR to FRFt RR RRTR Rt toto 3T1R RTOT RTRT RSR 
todto RFcRR^t Rtt BWt I ^RT RRRR, RrdR gTRT RRRto RtofT/^to^ 1 ^l^tod to ^ RTR to R? 
tofto Rt RR? S fto R’O 267.5 cTTTR TO to 3 Rto I RF toRRR RTOTT FtRT % RcTO ^ RRR RTTRR RF 
RtoR to TR? RtoH R3]cRT ^ ^ ^ RTt ^JRT to RR RTOR tot tto t RTOT to RTR1RRT RTRT 

RR RfrT^eT RRTR R^RT I citold RftoRRf olclfto RTOT to ^ 3TRT Rftotoft ^TRT RfcT-dBlRlto to RTT 
Rtt 11 to^I, 3ft RTeTTF tt tot t % RttWRT ^ ftoto tod RR ^R: ftotRR to ftofRR 
tow fto RfTRT dRcTT 11 RcrFT RR to l P\RT 3TRRT to 3TtR toto RR RTRfefR TORtR totcT to ct 
to RttoTO % Rttoff RftorfaTRT Rt R^:totR 3ltR ^toctt ^ WTSlt ^ ^RTR to RTORRlto RR RRT 
cFTHT totrji 

(vi) . RcvR ^ RF to RRRIlfto to t to Rf^ toWRT ajtR 3R} RaR ^toto ^f to toto to TO/TOTt ^ 

to MRltocT toRT RSTTcTT t eft FTTOR^tto/RSTOTTO RRTR totototod to TOT to 3TOR RRTdT t ^ 
to d^totod'to RR ^RTOT toRT RTTRRT I tomto totoM ^ RRRTR RR RTFTFR toto CR^to^ ^to ^ 
23 wfT 2010 to RT%. tod $ to 12 (xxxiii) ^ Rto ^t ftoR toRT RRT t, R? RRtfto dtt RTRT RRj t 

to RaR i> rrrtr ^r tot to to rtt^ i toto to toto A ^to srrttototod to r^rr RRidto to 

dTRtototo to anttottoto, RTdTRRTRR ^r to RTTR RTlto to TjtotR t, FdftoR RRtoto to RTtoftoP tot to to 

tl 

(vii) . RdTR to TO/^to, 3TTRTR RRRt, Ml RRRt 3f[R totWRT to y^Rdd ^ftddd dTOTf to ftoR Rto to 

tototot RR tto:RJpRT toto to RfddTd to RTRR to Rpj tot RR RRRTTR ftoRT 11 l^dlRd to totod to to t 
RRg ^ toRT TO RTRT to ^ RPJeft WtRR ftoR RR t, R^TTR RRRTR to WRd to TOT ft«TR tot 11 
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(viii). frrTfttfcr 3 <lA RR A?dT AlAfAe RRA 11 fAApRT A ^fcldlRd cTFET fAAcI RlA 

2012 TTR> 11 RF vTRJRd RTRT RRT t fA $tlA RTRH A RtdlRd 3RI RRt At TlAtSTT A TIFT $dA> 
rtoi A MfAr sri rA At ttAisr At rtitn M Mcr A. r^p ?nA AAtiAd rtrr At 
toT A TIFT TRIRT RRA A for 31 RtA 2012 RE Al ART I 

11. ilFMlWTN, Aft TR^fd RTdA A, Aft 7RR fepETR—fcPT?t A 3TMT RT, R? RlfAcfRR rArH STJTjA 5.2 At 
PlHfelf&d A RfAFITfAd RRdT # 3#3f RT&RRR £W SRftT A. <fft k; H A /11 / 2009-AtsAAA fAAF 23 EREA 2010 ERT 
SI^ARd AtAtAAt A TmtfAd E7RTR A eArTR 3RJ^At 5.4 FETdT t- 


"3ISM - V 

5.2. AtWtf 3?ft t?uR ^ 3RT RTF/vScR^ TjtaAl A ^TT/wff AAAd 5FR 
5.2.1. <flWH afr SRI WT ^folTSfl 'A R7R Aft ^cRI^ RRR _ 



facRTrr 

RT yfA 'bZw $o) 

A. 


20 ’ 

40’ 3fa a#i^ 

1. 

3TlA <Aci r R RR A Rlk; 

1380 

2250 

2. 

AArT RR A feR 

2760 

4500 


1, RE> AArT At ^TlAt TITRRT 8TRRT A 50 RfcRrd SFTcR ?T# <ER E7T 3I2IET TTFcft fAET uTTefT t eft ?A 3TFIR AAR? 
HM) \TRTT 11 

2. AArT At RRR vjejA A feTR ETTvA <EPlt A W/^cfl At fterfet A, Trffcl, AtAcER 3FIc|T TTiA ’AlAd, 3TIR tftTI 

ETR/RcRA At EtA/TEcA fAR ETTA At cpjfF A 50 RfcRTd 3T9Tcn cETEt EE 50 yfdEd A EERT t, WT/dd^ RERT 
EE c^ePeT 50 wlckm AA ETEftt A 4^el' fAdl \rllkjdl I 

5.2.2 AtWftT 3?ft qoH A SRI ETE/l3cR^ ^toA RT A£rA elA sfft TETAt) E7 E31TE TO 




?? yfet UlrlRd 3FIRT vd'Htfl R1R 

^.A 

sAAwr At siAA 

20’ 

40’ 

------- 

40’A ste 

tofitA 

(310^10 A 

rAr 
(to A 

tt^PIFtt 
(stolid A 

?tAr 

(TO A 

wt 
(STOLID A 

rAr 
(to A 

1. 

R?A 3 f^R 

fA^jeRj 

fA:7JeR> 


fA^eR) 

fA:?JcRi 

Pr:7]e^ 

2. 

4A A isA f^T 

3.00 

138 

6.00 

276 

9.00 

414 

3. 

16A A 30t f^R 

6.00 

276 

12.00 

552 

18.00 

828 

4. 

vJ'HA MVRId 

12.00 

552 

24.00 

1104 

36.00 

1656 


fAr% 

mR^Icm kJ^Aftel Actd>( R7 E'SI^E STHTR eA ET|A A TTEfAd SEf^At 5.3 A PlfcllRd EEETR ?A AATTTf SlR Mold A SRI 
wt/^rt| ^nsA A y^Rdci epArA rt w \ fiA i 

5.2.3. RjArA A 'taiefl RtJ 3RIRT 4>Pll sflT AA^JTT eFIT SRf Mold A A TA^T RfAd <DMl1 RT 

A^RH RRR 


a?. 

srfAw 1 ! At siAA 

<>i yfcf Sd SF<c|l vjtlcpl Rid wfAfAT 3F111 \3R<t)l Rid 

A. 


^SIT Ad (TO) 

^gcIT A^I (TO) 

i. 

R2R 3 1Ad 

fd^jcR) 


2. 

4A A 15 A IAr 

20 

12 

3. 

ieA A 30 A fAr 

40 

24 

4. 

3TA HiMId 

75 

45 
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5.2.4. g^ftgft ft f^J R? oUfftrFld FFTFft/ftf *R ftSRR Wf 


ff>. 

ft. 

3)ffty PT ftt 3Rfft 

r? gfft *r ftte* zm\ w\ yfftRn 3i^gT 

’TFT (^) 

1. 

WT 3 fftf 


2. 

4ft ft 15ft fftg 

25 

3. 

16ft ft 30ft fftl 

50 

4. 

vj'tfcf) 'RFIfl 

100 


MW 

1. 3ftftqjft?T 3TWRT fftgftt ft ft^-g^cR Mft ft 3THT4T ftlftl I 

2. ft feig fft«uT ft)v^k;">f[ ft *Rft CM^TcfT ?3icfl cFRft ft fdi? ■<t ft WiR <J?t FTft?y ft Rift uiiftft I 

3. 4>ciift ft T^Tefi fftF 7 R? 3TRITcr wft 3ft? tftftFTcT ^IHh) ft fcRJ ffttRT fftrj uTlft ftt cltftQ ft 3FTft 

fftd ft ftft 3fk Mr! Wft ft feUJ fft:^ 3fcj1ft RRT ft feUJ ftftRRF ft Wit ft uft?l ftt cffft^ 

4. fft?jeR Wft ft r£r? ftt R?ft aiaicn Mftt gRft ft fc^ ftraftM frt giRi^ 3rfftcFTft frt qair gdifftci g«R 

aft? ft <fi$ fftcra Wtr W iftn i 


5.2.5. ftlRK^T 3ft? RtH ft 3RT H^/vJtRT^ ^ETRft F7 Wf ft feP? fWd Wlf, 3ft? cpftH'ft ft W fftTf fftiT 

7TS 3)(vjd ft fcHJ F2FTT 5FTR 

fcift ft *pri ^o ioo/- gfft rt 3isitn hpt 

/-V ■ t\ , 

k'M'Ai 

FFHT TFTR Vfzm T*TRt, 3TFT R#f Ft, ft 3TcTM Fift |” 


« 


W *1FFT, 

Ltem HI/4/143/10-3TCTT.] 
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- I 


<FltTR Man xrfrlftft cimki R^x u i 


_ 


sm tfeflftd 


3)1(1. 


tlWl^lcTl gwi ftftcT 

Of 1^4 





^*lH 




2008-09 

2009-10 

EiluSlM 


2009-10 


2011-12 

i. 


4761 

3880 

2763 

2763 

3880 

3880 


M. 

3TR 







9S9 



130.46 

123.33 

87 50 

87.50 

123.33 

123.33 

mbesei 



83.47 

68.02 

48.44 

48.44 

68.02 

68 02 

68.02 



7 87 

12.03 

4.57 

4.57 

12 03 

12.03 

12.03 


sited) 

221.81 

203.38 

140.51 


203.38 

203.38 

203.38 











qRfld-flii rfiw 









fel'jic cTEF ^dl3Tt cTFIcf 

57.75 

47.06 

31.77 

31.77 

47.06 

48.83 

50 67 



76.89 

62.66 


49.90 


EliliiriliH 

82.98 



93.82 

76.46 


104.91 


MMI 

101.25 



56.57 

46.10 

56.89 

56.89 

46.10 

47.84 

49 63 


site Cf() 

285.03 

232,29 

243.46 

243.47 ' 

l eem 

274.22 

284.53 

MH 









IV. 

f-fclffte clFTC! 









Mr4SR( 

9 58 

9 58 

9.58 

9.58 

9.58 

9.58 

9.58 



31.44 

■KSiEIMi 

32 64 

33.24 

- 

- 

- 





42.22 

42.82 

9.58 

9.58 

9.58 





■ 



■ 


V. 


-104.25 

■EMVH 

lEmna 

-145.78 

-70.48 

^E33EEH 

:BUH 










\T 


39.24 

35.07 

47.74 

47,74 

36.90 

50.65 

51 07 










msm 

aftratw/msi (V-VI) 

-143,49 

hecs^h 


-193.52 

-107.38 


-141.80 





■■ 





BrS 





217.65 

236.830 

227 25 

217.65 



39.43 

37.89- 

36.36 

34.82 

37.89 

36.36 

34.82 








mmmBm 


IX. 

Fun? sfafm/vjzj 

-182.91 

-143.48 

-229.27 

-228.34 




n 

srcicTd 3(i2i if Pnra 3dSn^/nra viRwm 


-71% 

.-163% 

-163% 

-71% 

-82% 


XI. 

crt 2010-11 3TxCt 2011-12 fcR WIcF! OT $ 3^ 
Ptoei /Midi yfa?m ^ 






-85% 


** TOH 3 tt=TT<S 3 2010 ITR! (TS 2009-10 3> ffH! BsOdd yirtlTTTU. 3TO, '.(W-Tiu aftx dl'rd ’tofl 

(chill 7 T1IT 1 1 


ort furt tRcR (TNI NPId ftHlih t OHcpft 2010 4 31 «t1-l 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 7th July, 2010 


F. No. TAMP/40/2007-COPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the Major Port 
Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for MajorPorts hereby disposes of the proposal received from the 
Cochin Port Trust for fixation of container/cargo related charges at ; CFSand other facilities at the Port as in the 
Order appended hereto. 


.i-"imnr . 7 rrhi .T -'tT”— 
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Tariff Authority -for Major Ports 

Case No. TAMP/40/2007 - COPT 


Cochin Port Trust 


Applicant 


ORDER 

(Passed on this 16th day of June, 2010) 

- This case relates to a proposal received from the Cochin Port Trust (COPT) for 
fixation of container / cargo related charges at Container Freight Station (CFS) and other Port 
facilities. 

2. In September 2005, the COPT filed a proposal for introduction of container storing 

and cargo supervision charges at Ernakulam wharf, Mattancherry wharf and CFS of Cochin Port 
on the ground that the then approved Scale of Rates of COPT did not prescribe separate tariff for 
the services offered at the CFS except stuffing and de-stuffing charges. 

The COPT had reported that prior to handing over its Rajiv Gandhi Container Terminal (RGCT) to 
India Gateway Terminal Private Limited (IGTPL) in April 2005, various container related services 
offered by the port at the Ernakulam wharf, Mattancherry wharf and its CFS were complementing 
the container handling operations at the RGCT. With the IGPTL taking over the RGCT, all the 
container handling charges are levied by the IGTPL except stuffing and de-stuffing charges which 
is continued to be levied by the port. With the more profitable terminal operations privatised, the 
port finds that the CFS activity is in deficit. In order to compensate the loss of revenue and to 
make the CFS activity self reliant, the COPT had proposed to introduce cargo supervision charge 
at its wharves and the CFS. 

3.1. This Authority while disposing of the above proposal vide Order 

No.TAMP/59/2005-COPT dated 26 June 2006 approved the following interim tariff arrangement for 
services provided by the port at its CFS: 

(i) . In case of LCL import/export cargo, the COPT shall collect the LCL cargo 

management charges at the wharfage rates prescribed in Schedule 3.1. of its 
existing Scale of Rates. 

Concession of 10% on the rates specified in the wharfage schedule will be 
allowed subject to a minimum of Rs.550/- for a 20’ container, Rs.825/-"for a 40’ 
container and Rs.1100/- for a container above 40’. 

(ii) . Storage charges on containers (FCL/LCL) loaded or empty) at Port wharves and 

CFS were prescribed at par with the storage charge on containers, applied prior to 
privatization, at the following rates: 


SI. 

No. 

Period of 
occupation 

Rate per container per day or part thereof 

20’ container 

40’ container 

Foreign-going 
(in US$) 

Coastal 
(in Rs.) 

Foreign-going 
(in US$) 

Coastal 
(in Rs.) 

1 . 

First three days 

Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 

2. 

4 m day to 15‘ n day 

3.00 

138 

6.00 

276 

3. 

16 in day to 30 in day 

6.00 

276 

12.00 

552 

4. 

Thereafter 

12.00 

552 

24.00 

1104 


3.2. The rate proposed for supervision charges @ Rs.200 per 20’ container was not approved 
by this Authority in the absence of any justifiable analysis furnished by the port to support the 
proposed tariff. 

The COPT was advised to review the interim tariff arrangement approved at CFS and file a 
separate proposal for levy of tariff for various services offered thereat duly justifying-the cost of 
services provided and include the same in the general revision proposal which was under 
consideration by this Authority. 


2655 GI/10—3 
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3.3. The COPT could not propose separate rate for CFS activity during the previous 

general revision of tariff concluded in January 2007 but agreed to file a revised proposal. 

4.1. In this backdrop, the COPT has filed the instant proposal for fixation of cargo and 

container related charges at CFS and other facilities rendered by the port. The main points made 
in the proposal by COPT are as below: 

(i) . The following activities are carried out at the CFS:- 

(a) . Stuffing of export cargo; (both LCL and FCL) 

(b) . De-stuffing of import cargo; (both LCL and FCL) 

(c) . Storage of containers placed for stuffing and de-stuffing in the open area 

attached to the CFS 

(d) . Storage of cargo inside the covered area of the CFS and in the open area 

attached to the CFS 

(ii) . The CFS activity does not provide any service that is normally provided on the 

wharf towards landing / loading of cargo from / to vessels. Therefore, separate 
storage charge on per tonne basis is proposed on import cargo de-stuffed from 
containers and export cargo admitted for stuffing into containers at CFS and other 
port facilities. This is proposed in lieu of the prevailing Cargo Management 
Charges approved by this Authority vide Order dated 26 June 2006. 

(iii) . It has proposed to retain the storage charges on containers at CFS approved by 

TAMP vide Order dated 26 June 2006 which is produced at para 3.1. (ii). It has, 
however, proposed a separate slab for container above 40’ in line with tariff 
guidelines. 

The storage charges are proposed at a progressive rate to act as a deterrent 
towards prolonged storage and the potential congestion of such facilities to the 
detriment of trade. 

(iv) . Storage charges on personal effects / unaccompanied baggage de-stuffed from 

containers is proposed on per cubic meter basis. 

(v) . Three days free period is proposed considering the fact that the average dwell 

time of cargo at CFS is 4.30 days. 


'(vi). Renewal charges @ Rs.100 per ton or part thereof is proposed towards cargo 
admitted for stuffing at the CFS and shut out without stuffing into containers. 


i 

4.2. It has furnished cost sheet of CFS operations as on 31 March 2007 which reflects 

the following position:- 



With regard to the deficit reflected, it has submitted that it would be impracticable to cover the full 
deficit, as the same may not be in the interest of trade. The port intends to vigorously market the 
facility and therefore, from the marketing perspective, it proposes to increase the prevailing 
charges for stuffing and de-stuffing of containers marginally by 20%, with the specific objective of 
attracting higher volumes through a competitive tariff. 


* 
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4.3. The COPT proposal does not indicate additional income likely to accrue due to 
container / cargo related tariff proposed for services at CFS and other port facilities. 

4.4. Accordingly, the port has proposed the following tariff for container/cargo related 
charges at the CFS and other port facilities. 

o 

(i). Stuffing and De-stuffing charges: 


Sr. No. 

Description 

1 

] Rates per container ! 

1 20’ above 

40’ above 

1. 

For half a container load 

1380 

2250 

2. 

For full container load 

2760 

4500 


(ii). Storage charges on container (FCL / LCL. loaded or empty): 


Sr. 

No 

Period of Occupation 

20' above 

40’ above 

Above 40’ 

Foreign- 
going 
Jin US$) 

Coastal 
(in Rs.) 

Foreign- 
going 
(in US$) 

Coastal 
(in Rs.) 

Foreign- 
going 
(in US$) 

Coastal 
(in Rs.) 

1 . 

First 3 days 


Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 

’Free 

2. 

4 to 15 th day 


138 

6.00 

276 

9.00 

414 

3. 

16 to 30^11 ay 

6.00 

276 


552 

18.00 

828 


Thereafter 

12.00 

552 

24.00 

1104 

36 00 

1656 


(iii). Storage charge on import cargo destuffed from container and export cargo 
admitted for stuffing at CFS and other port facilities; _ ' 


SI. 

No 

Period of occupation 

Rate per ton or part thereof per day or part thereof 

Covered space (Rs.) 

Open space (Rs.) 

1. 

First 3 days 

Free 

Free 

2. 

4 th to 15 th day 

20 

12 

3. 

116^0 30 th ~day 

40 

24 

4. 

Thereafter 

75 

45 


(iv). Storage charges on personal effects / unaccompanied baggage de-stuffed from 
containers: 


SI. 

No 

Period of occupation 

Rate per cubic metre or part thereof per day or 
part thereof (Rs.) 

1. 

First 3 days 

Free 

2. 

4 m to 15^ day 

. 25 

3. 

16' n to 30 m day 

50 

4. 

Thereafter 

100 


(v) . Renewal charges for export cargo admitted for stuffing at the CFS without stuffing 

into containers is proposed at Rs.100 per ton or part thereof. 

(vi) . The COPT has also proposed various conditionalities governing the tariff 

proposed for CFS activity. 


5. In accordance with the consultative procedure prescribed, the COPT proposal was 

forwarded to the concerned users / user organisations seeking their comments. The comments 
received from users / user organisations were forwarded to COPT as feed back information. The 
COPT has furnished its comments on the comments of the users / user organisations. 


6. Based on a preliminary scrutiny of the proposal, the COPT was vide our letter 

dated 22 May 2009 advised to furnish additional information / clarifications. 

7.1. A joint hearing in this case was held on 20 June 2009 at the COPT premises. The 

COPT made a presentation of its proposal. The COPT in its proposal has clarified that storage 
charge at progressive rates are proposed for all cargo types instead of LCL cargo management 
charge and demurrage. At the joint hearing, the concerned users / user associations have made 
their submissions. 
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7.2. As decided at the joint hearing, the COPT was advised to furnish additional 

information / clarifications sought vide office letter dated 22 May 2009. The COPT vide its letter 
dated 2 November 2009 has furnished its response. A summary of the queries raised by us and 
the clarifications furnished by the COPT are tabulated below: 


SI. 

No. 


( 0 - 


Queries raised by us 


The income from CFS activity considered 
by the COPT in the cost statement at 
Rs.197.91 lakhs in the year 2006-07 
does not tally with the total handling and 
storage income from CFS activity 
reported for the year 2006-07 at 
Rs.481.06 lakhs (as per the break up for 
2006-07 given in RE 2007-08 / BE 2008- 
09). Income from individual services i.e. 
stuffing / de-stuffing, storage charges on 
cargo and ground rent on containers 
considered in the cost statement also do 
not match with the actuals reported for 
the year 2006-07. The income from CFS 
activity may be updated with reference to 
the actuals reported in the Annual 
Accounts. The actuals for 2007-08 may 
also be furnished. 


Reply received from COPT 


There is no separate income code for CFS other than cargo 
management charges. The income generated from CFS for 
the years 06-07 to 08-09 (actuals) and the estimates for the 
period 09-10 to 11-12 is given below: 



SI. 

No. 

Income 

Code 

Description 

Propor¬ 

tion 

Amount {Rs. in lakhs} 

06-07 

07-08 

08-09 

09-10 

10-11 

11-12 

1 

203 

Cargo 

Management 

100 % 

97.57 

7.44 

83 47 

105 

219 37 

219 37 

2 

229 

Ground rent 

75% 

3397- 

4 94 

5 90 

5 25 

3.94 

3.94 

3 

231 

Demurrage 

75% 

96 21 

143.65 

126 10 1 

187 5 



4 

236 

Stuffing/ 

destuffing 

75% 

122.22 

105 72 

97.85 

131.25 

98 44 

98.44 



(ii). 


Since the year 2008-09 is already over, 
the cost statement may be updated with 
actuals for the year 2008-09 as per 
provisional Annual Accounts. 


The revised cost statement furnished now has been updated 
with 2008-09 (actual) figures. 


(iii). 


Considering the tariff validity period is for 
three years as per the tariff guidelines, 
the COPT may furnish the traffic 
estimated to be handled at the CFS, 
income and expenditure for the next 
three years 2009-10, 2010-11 and 2011- 
12 . 


The estimates'for 2009-10 to 2011-12 are furnished in the 
revised cost statement. 


(iv). 


(a) .. The actual container traffic 
handled at the CFS during the last three 
years 2006-07, 2007-08 and 2003-09 
and estimates for the years 2009-10 to 
2011-12 may be furnished in the cost 
statement. 

(b) . With reference to traffic 
projections, furnish the break up of 
container traffic likely to avail CFS 
facilities during each of the years with 
reference to the container likely to be 
handled by the India Gateway Terminal 
Private Limited (IGTPL) at Rajiv Gandhi 
Container Terminal (RGCT) operations 
and the traffic to be handled by the port 
when the RGCT operations reverts to the 
port as par the License Agreement. 


(a) and (b). The required details are furnished below: 


Description 

2006-07 | 2007-08 | 2008-09 T2009-10 

2010-11 | 2011-12 

Actuals 

Estimates 

Traffic at CFS 

5793 

5282 

4761 

3684 

2763 

2763 

Traffic at 

RGCT 

226809 

253715 

260473 

310000 

0 

0 

Traffic 31)017 

0 

0 

0 

0 

478000 

588000 

CFS traffic as 
% of total 
traffic 

2 55 

2 08 

1.83 

1.19 

0 58 , 

0 47 

Esli mated 
reductions 
when 

compared with 
2006-07 traffic 
at CFS (in 

_ 

0 

9 

18 

36 

52 

52 


Note - The traffic at CFS upto 31 s October 2009 is 2149 
TEUs which has been considered to arrive at the projections 
for 2009-10. For the years 2010-11 to 2011-12, 75% of the 
figures of 2009-10 have been considered, since reduction in 
traffic is anticipated due to the shifting of operations from 
RGCT to ICTT. 


(v). 


(a) . Furnish detailed working of the 

income estimation at the existing rate as 
well as the proposed rate for the 
throughput likely to be handled at CFS 
for the years 2009-10 to 2011-12. 

(b) . The estimation of storage 

income prescribed in dollar terms for 


(a). The income estimate at the existing rate and proposed 
rate for the throughput likely to be handled at CFS for the 
year 2009-10 to 2011-12 is furnished. 


(b). The proposed rate for storage charges on containers has 
been updated based on the current dollar exchange rate of 
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(vi). 


(Vii). 


foreign-going vessel may be updated 
based on the current foreign exchange 
rate. The exchange rate adopted for 
i estimation of income may be indicated. 

; As per clause 2.5.1. of the tariff 
guidelines, the expenditure projections 
! has to be made with reference to current 
movement of Wholesale Price Index for 
all commodities and adjusted for traffic 
growth, if any, while furnishing the 

proposal for revision of tariff. _ 

(a). The National Industrial Tribunal 
Award of 2006 on manning scales has 
already been notified. Clause 2.6.2. of 
the revised tariff guidelines also require 
the port to regularly review the manning 
scale. As per the revised Manning 
Scale, one forklift is sufficient for stuffing 
and de-stuffing of containers. The port 
has, however, considered two forklift 
prescribed trucks for estimating this cost 
item. Further, the revised manning scale 
prescribes 1 tally clerk and 4 mazdoors 
for the stuffing and destuffing operation. 
The port has, however, considered 15 
workers per gang for estimating the cost 
of gangs. The COPT may consider to 
modify the estimates with reference to 
the revised Manning Scales. 


Rs.46.71 as on 28/10/2009. 


Expenditure projection has been made in the cost statement 
for the year 2009-10 to 2011-12 based on the anticipated 
operating expenditure of CFS for the period including the forth 
coming wage revision settlement and other R & M 
expenditure. 


(a). The National Tribunal Award 2006 for revised manning 
scale for different operations/ functions was implemented in 
Feb. 2009. Subsequently it was withdrawn due to severe 
labour unrest. However, an MoU has been signed with the 
Labour Unions for implementation of modified manning 
scales. Hence the award has not been considered while 
preparing the proposed SOR. Necessary action is being 
taken to conduct time and motion study for different 
operations in the Port. Modifications, if any, in the case of 
revision of manning scale and consequent reduction in 
employee cost will only be possible after the result of such 
studies. 


(b). Furnish the existing manning 
scale for different services offered at the 
CFS, the manning scale proposed to be 
followed by the COPT and the cost 
thereon for the container traffic estimated 
to be handled at CFS for the three years 
2009-10 to 2011-12. 


(b). The existing manning scale for cargo handling labour, for 
stuffing/ destuffing activities is 12 mazdoors plus one leader 
for one gang. 


(c) . Confirm that the datum for the 

incentive payments are revised 
periodically. Please indicate when the 
existing datum were fixed. 

(d) . ’ The relevance of considering 
993 gangs for estimating the cost of 
forklift is not clear. Please clarify. 

(e) . Explain the basis of estimating 

the forklift charges at Rs.420 per hour. 


(f). Explain the basis of considering 
the wage cost at Rs.571 per worker per 
day for assessing the cost of gang. 
Please furnish detailed break up of this 
cost and also confirm whether the cost 
includes the impact of the wage revision. 


(c). The datum for incentive payments is revised periodically. 
The existing datum was fixed w.e.f 01/12/2004. 


(d). As per the manning scale, two fork lifts are provided per 
gang per shift for stuffing/ destuffing operations at the CFS. 


(e). The charge of Rs.420/- per hour is the applicable charges 
for hiring light duty fork lifts to users for foreign cargo. At 
present only foreign cargo is being handled at CFS 


(f). The break-up of Rs.571/- towards wage cost per worker 
per day is given below: 


Salary 

Incentive 

PLR 

Encashment 


Rs.415.00 
Rs.125.00 
Rs.14.38 
Rs.16.46 


Total 


Rs.570.84 (Rounded off to Rs.571) 


The impact of wage revision has not been included. 
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MIL 

Cost of office staff & supervisory staff: 



(a). 

Furnish the breakup of the 41 members 
of staff deployed for supervision work. 

(a). The breakup is as under: 



Clarify whether it is for one shift or three 

Asst. Traffic Manager - 1 



shifts. Also, confirm that the proposed 

W/ Supdt. - 4 



deployment is as per the revised 

Dy. WS - 3 

| 


manning scale giving reference to the 

Asst. WS - 3 



relevant clause. 

Shed Foreman - 6 

Tally Supervisor - 4 

Shed Writer - 4 

Shed Clerk - 6 




Maistry - 5 

Lascar - 4 

Full time sweeper - 1 




Total - 41 




The CFS operates only for two shifts a day, from 0600 hrs to 
2200 hrs. The staff deployed is for the two shifts. The 
aforesaid deployment is outside the scope of the manning 
scale. 


(b). 

The estimation of staff cost includes 

The night waiting allowance in the cost calculation of staff at 



night waiting allowance and overtime 

CFS has been excluded. However, over time expenses is a 



cost whereas the estimation of cost of 

legitimate cost as the staff are some times required to do 



forklift charges and gang cost is done for 

8 hours. Please examine the 

overtime duty due to operational exigencies. 



inconsistency observed and modify the 
estimates, if necessary. 



(c), 

Overhead: 




(i). Explain the basis of estimating 

(i). The revised cost statement attached is after considering 



overhead for the CFS operation at 50% 
of the operating cost. 

the actual overhead - 



(ii). The cost statement filed by the 

COPT for general revision proposal 
shows that the estimated management 
and general overheads constitutes 
around 25% of the total operating cost in 
the cargo related activity which includes 
this activity also. In the light of the 
above, justify the estimation of overhead 
at 50% of the operating cost for services 
at CFS. 

(ii). It has been amended in the revised cost statement. 



(iii). The break up of the cost items 

relevant to CFS operation which are 
grouped under overheads may be listed 
along with the actual for the years 2006- 
07, 2007-08 and 2008-09. 

(iii). The breakup of overheads of CFS includes the cost of 
office and general administration, and the allocated cost of 
service departments like medical, security, fire fighting etc., 
lighting, water supply, billing, auditing, accounting etc. 


(ix). 

(a). Furnish the break up of Rs.4 

(a). Capital investment of CFS 



cro'res investment considered in the cost 
statement. Indicate the date of 

30/03/1986 - Construction - Rs. 19.76 Lakhs 



commissioning of the assets and confirm 
whether the expenditure was capitalised 
in the books of accounts of 2006-07. 

03/04/1995 - Construction - Rs.372.76 Lakhs 

Total Rs 392.52 Lakhs 



The gross block and the net block as 

Annual depreciation - Rs.9.58 Lakhs 



considered in the Annual Accounts for 

Net Block as on Rs 246 41 Lakhs 



the years 2007-08 and 2008-09 may be 
furnished along with estimated position 

31/3/09 • 



for the years 2009-10 to 2011-12. 

Net Block as on Rs 255.99 Lakhs 

31/3/06 
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(b) . As per clause 2.7.1. of the tariff 

guidelines, depreciation need to be 
considered on the written down value of 
assets based on the life norms 
prescribed in the Companies Act 1956. 
The depreciation computed by the COPT 
in the cost calculation does not seem to 
be in line with the tariff guidelines. 

(c) . As per the tariff guidelines, both, 

the major port trusts / private terminals 
are entitled to claim return on capital 
employed which is presently allowed @ 
16%. In this context, explain why return 
is computed at 6% in the cost 
calculation. 

Since the return percentage of 16% 
takes into account cost of debt, interest 
on investment need to be excluded from 

the computation. __ 

The basis of estimating the lease rent for 
CFS area may be explained. 


The COPT has recently filed its general 
revision proposal for review of its Scale 
of Rates which is taken on consultation. 
Please ensure that the estimation of 
expenditure / overheads / net block / 
return on net block to be considered in 
this proposal are in conformity with the 
estimates included in the general 

revision proposal. _ 

The existing Scale of Rates prescribes 
levy of demurrage at the rate applicable 
on cargo in respect of cargo de-stuffed / 
stuffed at the CFS. The basis of arriving 
at the proposed storage charge on 
import / export cargo, de-stuffed / stuffed 
at CFS for covered space / open space 
may be explained. 


The reasons for reducing the free period 
on cargo stuffed / de-stuffed at CFS from 
7 days for import cargo and 12 days for 
export cargo to 3 days in the proposed 
Scale of Rates may be explained. The 
average dwell time of cargo lying at CFS 
in the last two years 2007-08 and 2008- 
09 may be indicated for both import 
cargo and export cargo separately. The 
additional income likely to accrue due to 
reduction in free period on cargo stuffed / 
de-stuffed at CFS may be indicated. 


Net Block for the years 2009-10, 2010-11 and 2011-12 are 
Rs.236.8 lakhs, Rs.227.25 lakhs and Rs.217.65 lakhs 
respectively. 

(b). The depreciation is computed by straight line method in 
the books of accounts as per guidelines of Government. It is a 
deviation from TAMP guidelines which has already been 
addressed in the general tariff revision proposal. 


(c). In the revised cost statement attached, ROI @ 16% has 
been considered and interest on investment has been 
excluded. 


Lease rent for CFS area has been considered as an 
opportunity cost. The rates have been calculated as per the 
charges available in the SOR for licensing of covered and 
open area. 


CFS operations is a sub-activity of the cargo handling activity. 
The details of the main activity in the cost statement include 
the income and expenditure of CFS operation. 


Storage charges at CFS are proposed in lieu of cargo 
management charges. Also, the storage charges are 
proposed at telescopic rates to substitute the provisions for 
demurrage. The proposal is a trade promotion initiative to 
reduce the cost to the user and to attract cargo towards 
optimum utilisation of the resources. 


The free period has been rationalised as cargo management 
charges and demurrage charges at CFS have been 
substituted with telescopic storage charges which is less 
costly to the user. 

The average Dwell time at CFS is as under. 


Type of cargo 

2007-08 

2008-09 

Import 

8.9 

8.5 

Export 

3.5 

3.2 


As may be seen from the traffic in these years, the Port CFS. 
is predominantly an export CFS where stuffing operations for 
export account for almost 80% of the total handling and 
therefore the average dwell time of cargo at CFS in 2008-09 
has been only 4.26 days. ______ 
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The detailed calculation of income at the existing and 


(xiv). 


Though the COPT has attempted to 
furnish cost calculation for each of the 
activities i.e. stuffing / de-stuffing, 
storage charge on cargo, ground rent on 
containers, it is not clear how the 
proposed rates for CFS facility is arrived 
at to meet the deficit estimated in each of 
the activities. In this regard, furnish 
detailed calculation of income at the 
existing and at the proposed level of 
tariff. 


Particulars 

08-09 1 09-10 

10-11 | 11-12 

10-11 | 11-12 


At existing tariff 

At existing tariff 

At proposed tariff 

Traffic at 

CFS 

(TEUs) 

4761 

3684 

2763 

r 2763 

2763 

2763 

Stuffing/ 
destuffing 
{Rs. in 
lakhs) 

130.46 

•175 

175 

75.71 

210 

210 

Ground 

rent 

7.87 

7.00 

4.57 

4.57 

4.57 

4 57 

Storage 

83 47 

105.00 

48.44 

48.44 

48.44 

48.44 


Note: The COPT has subsequently vide letter dated 4 
January 2010 corrected the income estimation in line with the 
figures considered in general revision proposal. 


(xv). 


(xvi). 


The circumstances requiring the port to 
propose separate storage charge on 
personal effects. / unaccompanied 
baggage de-stuffed from the container 
may be explained. The additional 
income likely to accrue on account of the 
new tariff item may be indicated for each 
of the years 2009-10 to 2011-12. _ 


The basis of arriving at the proposed 
storage charge on personal effects / 
unaccompanied baggage de-stuffed from 
containers may also be indicated. Also, 
explain the reasons for proposing the 
unit of levy for this tariff item on rate per 
cubic metre per day or part thereof basis. 


(xv) and (xvi). Personal effects are destuffed and delivered at 
a separate shed (Q6) at the Ernakulam Wharf. The activity for 
destuffing passenger baggage is the same as that for cargo 
at CFS. The additional income likely to be accrued on 
account of the new tariff item for the period from 2009-10 to 
2011-12 is meagre. 

Wharfage and demurrage on personal effects as per the 
prevailing SOR are specified per CBM. The storage charges 
at telescopic rates were propqsed in lieu of wharfage and 
demurrage as they have been done away with in the case of 
personal effects destuffed from containers and delivered. The 
storage charges were proposed per CBM also since the 
personal effects are generally voluminous with less weight 
unlike cargo. Presently, the average weight of cargo per TEU 
at CFS is 14 MT whereas the average weight of personal 
effects per TEU is only 4 MT. However the average volume of 
personal effects per TEU is about 25 CBM which obviously 
requires a large storage area. Therefore, it was considered 
appropriate to propose storage charges for personal effects in 
CBM. However, recently, the Government’s decision to 
implement Port Community System (PCS) for all Major Ports 
has facilitated online transaction and processing of 
documents for cargo clearance. The documents required for 
import and export cargo such as Bill of Entry and Shipping Bill 
respectively are available online. The document required for 
clearance of imported personal effects is the Baggage 
Declaration, which is not yet available online. However, these 
documents contain only the unit of weight and do not contain 
the volume of goods. This has necessitated the Port trust to 
rely on other offline documents like Bill of Lading where the 
volume of the goods in CBM is available. This obviously 
makes the online transaction cumbersome. Therefore if 
approved, the Port would like to propose storage charges for 
personal effects also in MT as in the case of cargo but at six 
times the rate proposed per CBM in order to equalize the 
financial impact of the earlier proposal. 

The revised charges proposed are as under. 

Storage Charges on Personal Effects/Unaccompanied 
Baggage De-stuffed from Containers 


SI. 

Period of 

Rate per tonne or part thereof 

No. 

occupation 

per day or part thereof (Rs.) 

1 . 

First 3 days 

Free 

2. 

4 m to 15 ,n day 

150 

3. 

16 ,n to 30 m day 

300 

4. 

Thereafter 

600 
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(xvii). 

The proposed note no. 1 may be 
modified to state that the free days for 
container shall be counted from the date 
of placement of container for stuffing / 
de-stuffing in the CFS. 

The condition oh. ground rents has been incorporated in the 
proposed schedule. 

(xviii). 

The.conditionalities 1 to 4 prescribed in' 
the existing Scale of Rates under 
Schedule 4.2 - Ground Rent on 

Containers relating to commencement of 
'free period, storage charges applicable 
for abandoned FCL containers are not 
found to have been included in the’ 
proposed schedule. These 

conditionalities applicable for ground rent 
on containers may be incorporated in the 
proposed schedule. 

The said conditionalities have been incorporated in the 
general tariff revision proposal. 

1 

■ 

« . : 

(xix). 

Explain' the reasons .and the basis for 
introducing the proposed charge of 
Rs.100 per tonne towards removal for 
export cargo admitted for stuffing at the 
CFS and other port facilities and shut out 
without stuffing into containers. 

The-charges have been proposed as a penalty for using the 
space at CFS for storage of cargo without fulfilling the 
intended activity which is stuffing of such cargo into 
containers: 


8.1. The COP|T has subsequently vide letter dated 4 January 2010 furnished corrected 
cost statement for CFS stating that the figures are reconciled with the relevant figures reported / 
estimated in the general revision proposal. At the proposed tariff, the port has estimated additional 
income of Rs.27.19 fakfis in each of the years 2010*11 and 2011-12. The CFS activity is 
estimated to be in deficit to the tune of Rs.62.49 lakhs in 2009-10, Rs.202.68 lakhs in 2010-11 and 
Rs.201.15 lakhs in 2011-12 at the proposed tariff. Subsequently, the port has vide email dated 3 
June 2010 furnished the actual traffic, income and cost for CFS activity for the year 2009-10. 

8.2. The port has vide its letter dated 21 April 2010 while pointing out some corrections 
in the Scale of Rates approved in the Order dated 23 February 2010 suggested to modify the 
heading of the existing Schedule 5.2. by substituting the words 'other Port facilities with 'other 
stuffing/ destuffing facilities at the Port'. 

9. The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at 
the office of this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments made by the 
concerned parties will bejsent separately to the relevant parties. These details will also be made 
available at our website http://tariffauthoritv.aov.in . 

10. With reference to the totality of the information collected during the processing of 

this case, the following position emerges: , 1 \ 

The Cochin Port Trust (COPT) has vide email dated 3 June 2010 furnished the 
actual traffic, income and the cost for the year 2009-10. Since the year 2009-10 is 
already over,' the actuals furnished by the COPT earlier vide its letter dated 4 
January 2010 are taken into consideration: Accordingly, the cost statement for the 
Container] Freight Station (CFS)'activity filed by the port reflect a revenue deficit 
of Rs. 143.48, lakhs in the year 2009-10 and Rs.457.61 lakhs for the two years 
2010-11 and 2011-12 at the existing tariff level. The proposal of the port is to 
partly recover the revenue deficit in this activity by seeking hike in the existing 
stuffing and destuffing tariff and rationalizing the charges prescribed for LCL cargo 
management charge and demurrage charge for cargo destuffed/ stuffed at the 
CFS and other port facilities. t "• ,. 

' I ' ' ** 

(ii). The following are the main modifications done in the cost statement filed by the 
COPT: . • : - 

(a). . ‘ From the statistics furnished by the port, it is observed that around 1.8 to 
2% of the container traffic handled at the Rajiv Gandhi Container Terminal 
Limited (RGCT) avails the services of the port CFS. Citing that the 
- migration'of container handling operations by the India Gateway Terminal 
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Limited from Rajiv Gandhi Container Terminal Limited to International 
, Container Transhipment . Terminal (ICTT), Vallarapadam, the port has 
projected the container traffic at the port CFS to reduce from 4761 TEUs 
handled in the year 2008-09 to 3684 TEUs in 2009-10 (Actuals reported at 
3880 TEUs) and has further scaled down the traffic projections to 2763 
-TEUs during each of the years 2010-11 to 2011-12. 

At Cochin Port Trust, full fledged CFS facility is developed. When a 
facility is created, endeavor should be to achieve its optimum utilisation. 
The CFS facility offered by.the port is reportedly the only one available in 
the port area but it faces competition from the other private CFS 
developed / to be developed elsewhere. The port has admitted that the 
container traffic at CFS is withering away. Hence as rightly pointed by 
. some of the user associations increase in CFS tariff may further drive 
away the traffic. As the rates fixed by this Authority are ceiling levels, the 
port should market its CFS to attract volumes and also explore 
possibilities of improving the productivity of the services offered at the 
CFS so as to improve the utilisation of facilities created. 

Though generally a reasonable growth in traffic is considered in tariff 
determination, for the purpose of this analysis, the container traffic likely to 
avail the CFS services during the years 2010-11 to 2011-12 is maintained 
at 3880 TEUs at the traffic reported to have been handled at the CFS in 
the year 2009-10. Consequent to this modification, the estimation of 
income is maintained at the level reported by the port for the year 2009- 
10 . - 

(b) . The permissible level of annual escalation in estimated expenditure based 

on Whole Sale Price Index that is allowed in the tariff revision exercise 
undertaken in the year 2010-11 is 3.76%. The annual escalation of 
relevant cost items is considered at the stated level for each of the years 
2010-1 land 2011-12 over the actuals / estimates of the respective 
previous years. 

(c) . The actual cost.of operating the light duty fork lift truck for the year 2009- 

10 is furnished by the port which is linked to the container traffic handled 
at the CFS. Since the traffic estimates for 2010-11 and 2011-12 are 
maintained at the same level as 2009-10, the cost estimation for operating 
this equipment is, considered at the actual cost furnished by the port for 
the year 2009-10 subject to annual escalation of 3.76% per annum for the 
years 2010-11 and 2011-12. 

(d) . The estimation of cost of labour deployed for stuffing and destuffing 

operations and cost of office and supervisory staff allocated to the CFS 
activity does not include the impact of recently concluded wage revision 
for the port workers. The impact of wage revision considered in the 
general revision proposal of the port was 15% of the total wage cost in the 
year 2009-10. Recently, 23% increase in salary and wages for all the 
employees and workers of Major Port Trusts was granted. The estimation 
. of wage cost of labour and office and supervisory staff for the year 2010- 

11 is, therefore, modified to include the effect of wage revision. For the 
subsequent two years, the stated level of annual escalation is considered. 

(e) . The port has not furnished the actual net Finance and Miscellaneous 

Expense (FME) after excluding the net finance income allocable to this 
activity for the year 2009-10. While appraising the cost position for the 
port as a whole as the part of the recently concluded general revision of 
■tariff, the estimates of Finance and Miscellaneous Expense (FME) were 
adjusted mainly with reference to estimation of pension payments. 
Allocation of net Finance and Miscellaneous expenses to this activity is 
also revised to that extent. 


'Si 


'■'Sm 
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(f) . The COPT has included the estimated lease rent for the CFS area in its 

calculations citing that it is an opportunity cost. The tariff is set for all die 
existing Major PortTrusts following the cost plus method prescribed in the 
tariff guidelines of 2005. While prescribing the rates in the existing Scale 
of Rates of the Cochin Port Trust for other services and also at other 
Major Port Trusts, lease rent for land is not factored for each of services 
offered by the port. The value of land is considered as part of the asset 
block and return is allowed on historical value of land/The notional lease 
rent estimated by the COPT in the cost calculation is, therefore, not 
recognised. 

(g) . Return @16% is calculated by the port on the net block of the assets 

relevant for CFS activity. Return on investment has to be linked to the 
capacity utilisation and the tariff guidelines stipulates a minimum cut off 
level of 60% capacity utilisation for availing foil return. It is observed that 
4761 TEUs availed the CFS service in the year 2008-09 (the highest 
reported at 6234 TEUs per annum in 2004-05). In the instant case; the 
port has not assessed the designed capacity of the CFS and hence the 
capacity utilisation level cannot be derived. Computation of return on net 
block is only an arithmetical exercise in the instant case as the activity will 
be in substantial deficit to the tune of Rs.272.87 lakhs for the two years 
2010-11 and 2011-12 even before allowing return on capital employed. 
This deficit is not fully bridged even if the tariff increase proposed by the 
port is allowed. 

(iii). Subject to the above analysis, the cost statement for the years 2009-10 to 2010- 
11 is modified and the modified cost statement is attached 7 as "Annex'-'I. Since 
the year 2009-10 is already over, the effect of the cost position for the years 2010- 
11 and 2011-12 is considered to decide on the tariff review; The total deficit in this 
activity after return is Rs.344.06 lakhs for the years 2010-11 and 2011-12 which 
works out an average deficit of 85% of the estimated operating income at the 
existing level of tariff. 

While disposing the general revision proposal of the port on 23 February 2010, 
status quo was maintained in tariff items for CFS till a separate Order is passed 
disposing of the CFS proposal. It was observed that the general cargo handling 
activity was in huge deficit and the port as a whole also reflected substantial deficit 
for the years 2010-11 and 2011-12 at the pre-revised tariff. Even after granting 
tariff increase in the revised Scale of Rates approved on 23 February 2010, deficit 
of Rs.152.52 crores remain uncovered for the years 2010-11 and 2011-12. Given 
the overall financial position of the port and the deficit reflected in this activity also, 
the proposal of the port seeking revision in the CFS tariff items with some 
rationalization deserves consideration as discussed in foe subsequent analysis. 

(a). The port has proposed 20% hike in foe existing charges for stuffing and 
de-stuffing cargo from containers at the CFS, Some of the user 
association such as Cochin 1 Steamer Agents Association and Kerala 
Chamber of Commerce and Industry have pointed out the low productivity 
in foe stuffing / destuffing operation in comparison to foe other private 
CFS and have argued that if foe productivity is increased overall deficit 
' can be reduced:' 

Stuffing and destuffing of containers is mainly'labour oriented service. 
The port has agreed to implement the revised manning scale based on 
the report of the study of foe manning scale which is being undertaken by 
foe port. It has to be recognised that even if the revised manning scale is 
implemented and the productivity levels are improved, it may reduce foe 
cost of direct labour but the overall deficit position of foe' port may not 
undergo any change in short term as the cost of surplus labour will figure 
under overheads. As already pointed out earlier, foe overall cost position 
of the port and foe cost statement for this activity shows substantial deficit 
warranting hike in foe existing charge; The port itself has proposed only 
20% hike in foe existing charge which will cover only a part of foe deficit. 
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. ' 

r . "j- In view of the overall financial position of the port and the huge deficit in 

* ■;* - this activity, the proposed increase of 20% in the rates for stuffing and de- 

>. . . stuffing is approved.: - ... = ■ * 

(b). As per the existing Scale of Rates, the cargo stuffed / destuffed at the 

. •> • CFS is required to pay "LCL cargo management charge which is in the 

f ! range of Rs.20/- to 50/- per tonne for most of the commodities, in addition 

to the general demurrage charges applicable for cargo in transit. 

The COPT has proposed to rationalise the existing arrangement with a 
single tariff item i.e. storage charge on Import/ export cargo stuffed / de- 

• •>- - stuffed leviable at the CFS yard in lieu of existing LCL cargo management 

■ charges and demurrage charge. 

Uniform free period of 3 days is proposed for both import and export cargo 
' destuffed / stuffed at the CFS yard and other port facilities as against 
existing free days of 7 days for import and 12 days for export cargo as 
available for cargo handled at wharves availing the transit storage facility. 

, . ? The port has justified the proposed free days on the basis of the average 
>;;< .* : ; dwell time of import and export cargo at CFS which is 4.3 days for the 

year 2008-09. It is relevant here to mention that the existing storage tariff 
prescribed for cargo availing CFS services is not determined exclusively 
for the CFS operation. The proposal of the port is to prescribe a separate 
storage schedule with exclusive applicability to the CFS. Clause 5.8.1. for 
the tariff guidelines provides a flexibility to the ports to determine free 
period. The proposed free period is accepted. 



■ The storage charge for cargo stuffed or de-stuffed lying in CFS and other 
port facilities is proposed separately for cpvered and open at Rs.20 and 
Rs.12 per tonne per day for covered space and open space respectively 
for the first slab of 4 to 15 days. For the subsequent slabs, the storage 
charge is proposed at 2 and 3.75 times the rate proposed for the first slab. 
The storage charge proposed for CFS cargo is higher than the existing 
tariff so as to enable faster evacuation of cargo from, the yard. This 
Authority has always held that the storage area is a scarce resource 
which should be utilised optimally. The telescopic rates proposed for 
‘' “ overstayal of cargo beyond 15 days will act as a deterrent and also enable 
the port to optimally use the resources and the CFS area. The proposed 
storage charge is, therefore, approved... Under the tariff arrangement now 
approved, the existing LCL cargo management charge leviable at the 
wharfage rate stands deleted and storage charge is applicable after expiry 
of the prescribed free period which is likely to provide some relief to users 
as stated by the port The additional revenue may not be significant as 
' the major cargo i.e. 80% of container traffic handled at the CFS is 
■ * reported to be export which stays on an average for 3.2 days. 

The existing note 2 about levy of LCL cargo management charge under 
>■ schedule'5.4. of the existing Scale of'Rates and note 3 under schedule 
5.2. prescribing condition for levy of demurrage charge stands deleted in 
' * view of prescription of separate tariff for storage charge on cargo stuffed 
and destuffed at CFS and other port facilities: 


' 1 Schedule 5.3. of the existing Scale of 'Rates of the Cochin Port Trust 

stipulates conditions for levy of storage charge on abandoned FCL 
. * ,■ * .r " . containers which will apply to containers handled at CFS also. 

- T y J ^ 1 . t K ‘ ' , ’ * 

’’ • . \ ; (c). 'The port has proposed to introduce two new tariff items viz. storage 

> V ; C v '■*- charges on personal effects / unaccompanied baggage de-stuffed from 
: ■ivi; ■'s v v. . containers-, and renewal charges at Rs.,100 per ton for export cargo 

; v V: W ' : ; . -admitted-for stuffing 1 ,at ; the 'CFS: and shut out without stuffing into 

‘ :containers.' v- s ...; • 
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For personnel effects and unaccompanied baggage, the storage charge 
proposed after 3 days free period is Rs.25 per cubic metre for the first slab 
from 4 th to 15 days with increasing rates for further stayal of such items in 
the port area. The storage charge proposed for personnel effects and 
unaccompanied'baggage is higher than the storage rate proposed for 
other cargo mainly because the personal effects are generally voluminous 
and occupy more storage area. The financial impact of this tariff item win 
be meager as stated by the port. 

.Recognising that the wharfage rate and demurrage charge in the existing 
Scale of Rates for unaccompanied baggage received at wharf is 
: > prescribed with reference to cubic metre basis, the storage charge for 
unaccompanied baggage and personnel effects handled at CFS is also 
prescribed based on the cubic metre as per the original proposal. 

.The basis for arriving at the proposed rate of Rs.100 per tonne towards 
removal charge of export cargo admitted for stuffing at the CFS and shut 
out without stuffing into containers is not furnished by the port. Since the 
proposal for levy of removal charge is mainly to deter using the space at 
CFS for storage of cargo without fulfilling the intended stuffing activity, the 
proposed rate may be accepted. This may not have any significant 
financial impact as such occasions may be rare. 

(iv) . The port has retained the existing storage charge on containers at the CFS and 

other port facilities without any modification. 

The port has vide its letter dated 21 April 2010 while pointing out some corrections 
in the Scale of Rates approved on 23 February 2010 suggested to modify the 
heading of the existing Schedule 5.2. by substituting the words ‘other Port 
facilities’ by ‘other stuffing/ destuffing facilities at the Port’. The heading the 
relevant schedule may be modified as “Storage Charge on Containers (FCL/LCL, 
Loaded or empty) at CFS and other stuffing/ destuffing facilities at the Port” as 
suggested by the port. 

(v) . The additional income from the revised rates approved in the stuffing charge is 

estimated to be Rs.49 lakhs for the two years 2010-11 and 2011-12. As regards 
the introduction of storage charge on cargo in lieu of existing LCL cargo 
management charge and demurrage charge, the port has estimated 20% increase 
in the revenue. The port has not furnished any detailed working in support of the 
additional revenue estimation. Based on the position indicated by the COPT, the 
additional revenue from storage charge on cargo will be Rs.27 lakhs for the two 
years under consideration. 

The additional income from the new tariff items viz. storage charge on personnel 
effects and removal charge will not be significant as stated by the port. Thus, 
* even after approving the hike / rationalisation proposed by the port, this activity will 
continue to remain in the deficit to the tune of Rs.267.5 lakhs for the two years. It 
, has to be recognised that the port has themselves not proposed to cover the frill 
deficit in the instant tariff proposal probably recognising that it will have an adverse 
impact on the traffic volume of the port. Presently the CFS activity is being cross 
subsidised.by some other activities of the port. The port is, therefore, advised to 
reassess the business model of CFS facility which seems to be under utilised. The 
port should explore the possibilities of improving volumes at CFS or else, 
reutilization and redeployment of assets pertaining to the CFS to achieve optimum 
utilisation of the resources, 

>(vi). ■ The port has proposed a condition stating that if containers lying at CFS and other 

port facilities are to be shifted for stuffing / destuffing, then housekeeping / shifting 
charge will have to be paid at the rates approved for the IGTPL who offers the 
said service. As already decided in para 12 (xxxiii) of the Order passed on 23 
February 2010 approving the general revision of the Scale of Rates of the COPT, 
it is not found relevant to prescribe such a condition in the Scale of Rates of the 
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port. In any case, since the IGTPL is expected to move the containers operations 
from RGCT to ICTT at Vallarpadam, the proposed condition is not found relevant. 

(vii). The port has proposed certain conditions regarding commencement of free penod 
on containers placed for stuffing / de-stuffing, import cargo, export cargo and 
personal effects handled at‘ CFS. The proposed conditions are incorporated 
subject to some minor modifications in the language to the extent the conditions 
are not in consistent with the prescription in the existing Scale of Rates. 


, (viii). The tariff guidelines stipulate a. tariff validity cycle of 3 years. The cost position 
considered in this analysis is till March 2012. It is found appropriate to review this 
tariff item along with the review of other tariff items prescribed in its Scale of 
Rates. That being so, the CFS tariff would be valid till 31 March 2012 to make it 
co-terminus with the validity of its revised Scale of Rates. 

11. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on collective application 

of mind,, this Authority approves to substitute the existing Schedule 5.2. with the following and 
delete the existing Schedule 5.4. from revised Scale of Rates of the COPT approved by this 
Authority vide Order No.TAMP/11/2009-COPT dated 23 February 2010: 


“Chapter - V 


5.2. Container / Cargo Related Charges at the CFS and other Stufflng/De-stuffing 
Facilities at the port 

\ 

5.2.1. Stuffing and De-stuffing charges at CFS and other Port Facilities 


SI. No. 

Description 

Rate per container (R s.) 

20’ 

40* and above 

1 . 

For half a container load 

1380 

2250 

2. 

For full container load 

2760 

4500 


Notes: 

1. A container, which is stuffed or de-stuffed, 50% or less of its normal capacity, is treated as 
half a container. . 

2. In the event of stuffing/de-stuffing of cargo necessitated for topping up of the container, 
examination, accounting or proper stacking, and such stuffing/de-stuffing results in 50% or 
less than 50% of the cargo being stuffed/de-stuffed, only 50% of the stuffing/de-stuffing 
charges will be collected in such cases. 

5.2.2. Storage Charges on Containers (FCL/LCL, Loaded or Empty) at CFS and other 
Stuffing / De-stuffing facilities at the port 


SI. 

No. 

Period of 
occupation 

Rate per container per day or part thereof 1 

, 20’ 

40’ 

Above 40’ I 

Foreign 
going 
(in US$) 

Coastal 
(in Rs.) 

Foreign 
going ., 
(in US$) 

Coastal 
(in Rs.) 

Foreign 
going 
(in US$) 

Coastal 
(in Rs.) 

1- 

First 3 days 

Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 

2. 

4 m to IS 111 day 

3.00 

138 

6.00 

276 

9.00 

414 

3. 

16 m to 30 in day 

6.00 

276 

12.00 

552 

18.00 

828 

4. 

Thereafter 

12:00 

552 

24.00 

1104 

36.00 

1656 


Note: 

The existing conditions prescribed in Schedule 5.3. relating to levy of storage charge on 
abandoned FCL container will apply to containers handled at the CFS and other Stuffing / De¬ 
stuffing facilities at the port. 
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5.2.3. Storage Charges on Import Cargo De-stuffed from Containers and Export Cargo 
Admitted for Stuffing into Containers at CFS and other Port Facilities 


SI. 

No. 

Period of occupation 

! Rate per ton or part thereof per day or part thereof 

Covered space (Rs.) 

Open space (Rs.) 

1 . 

First 3 days 

Free 

Free 

2. 

4 in to 15'" day 

20 

12 

3. 

16 m to 30 th day " 

40 

24 

4. 

Thereafter 

' 75 

45 | 


5.2.4. Storage Charges on Personal Effects/ Unaccompanied Baggage De-stuffed from 
Containers 


SI. No. 

Period of occupation 

Rate per cubic metre or part thereof per day 
or part thereof (Rs.) 

1. 

First 3 days 

Free 

2. 

_ 4 ffr toT5 ,R day 

25 

3. 

16 m to 30 Ih day 

50 

4. 

Thereafter 

100 


Notes: \ 

1. Free period shall exclude Customs notified holidays and Port non-operating days. 

2. The free days for containers shall be counted from the date of placement of the container 
for stuffing or de-stuffing in the CFS. 

3. The free days for import cargo and personal effects,de-stuffed from the containers shall 
commence from the day following the date of de-stuffing, and for export cargo the free 
period shall commence from the date of admittance of cargo into the CFS for stuffing. 

4. Free period shall exclude any delay on the part of the port to stuff or de-stuff the container, 
as certified by the concerned officer authorised by the COPT. 

vV 

5.2.5. Removal Charges for export cargo admitted for stuffing at the CFS and other 
stuffing / de-stuffing facilities of the port, and shut oult without stuffing into 
containers 

Rs. 100/- per ton or part thereof at the time of removal 

t Note: 

The removal charges shall be in addition to the storage charges wherever applicable. 


RANI JADHAV, Chairperson 
{ADVT Hi/4/ 143/10-Exty.] 
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COST STATEMENT OF CFS ACTIVITY AT COCHIN PORT TRUST 


Annex >I 


(Rs. in lakhs) 



Furnished by COPT 

Estimates modified £y TAMP 

Sr. No. 

i 

Actuals furnished by 
COPT 

Actuals ** ' 

Estimate 

Estimate 

Actuals 

Estimate 

Estimate 


l ! 

2008-09 

2009-10 

KdliBEH 


MMSm 

■MliBf 

WiUKMi 


Traffic at CFS in TiEUs 

4761 - 

3880 


2763 

mmm 

3880 

wmm 

■mm 



■ 







Stuffing / destuffing 

130.46 

123.33 


87.50 


123.33 

123.33 


Storage Charges for Cargo 

83.47 

68.02 

48.44 

48.44 

68.02 

,68.02 

68.02 


Ground Rent 

787 

1203 

4.57 

4.57 

12.03 

‘ 12.03 

12.03 


TOTAL (1) 

221.81 

203.38 

■mimi 

140.51 

203.38 

■r&EHH 

BESEEM 

HHH 









Tnr 

I 

i 

1 

£ 

' ■ 








Cost of servcies of Light duty fork lift truck 

57.75 

47.06 

31.77 

31.77 

47.06 

48.83 

50.67 


Cost of gangs engaged 

76.89 

62.66 ' 


49.90 

77.07 

79.97 

82,98 


Cost of Office Staff 4 Supervisory staff, 

93.82 

76.46 

104.91 

104.91 

94.04 

97 58 



Overhead allocation 

56 57 

46.10 

56.89 

56.89 

46.10 

47.84 

49.63 1 


ECEIYlIlVHHflHHHBBHMIH 

285.03 

232.29 

wnmm 


WF&WFM 

274.22 

■Ml 



■^SgifiSSISSellH 




■ 



iv. 

i ■ 

GHbtiHifiHMNi 




■ 


■ 


Depreciation •- 

958 

9 58 

9.58 

9.58 

9 58 

9.58 

958 


Lease Rent on land 

31.44 

32.04 

32.64 

33.24 





ill III III 1 

41.02 

41.62 

42.22 

42.82 

9,58 

9.58 

9.58 










V. 


-104.25 

-70.53 

-145.17 

-145.78 

-70.48 

-80.42 

-90.73 

■^■1 









mm 

Net FME-FMI 

39.24 

’35.07 

47.74 

47 74 


50.65 

51.07 

■ 



■HI 




MUSICS 


mx\m 

Surplus / Deficit {V-VI> 

-143.49 

-105.60 

TI'JLLW 

■■EEE9B 

-107.38 

-131.08 

KOE3i| 








SSEffnEW 


■TTHi 

Capital Employed 

246.41 

236 83 

227.25 

217.65 

236.830 


217.65 


Return on capital employed @16% 

39.43 

37.89 

36.36 

34.82 

37.89 

36.36 

34.82 


1 








IX. 

Net surplus/deficit ' 

.-182.91 

-143.48 

-229.27 

-228.34 1 



-176.62 

HI 

Net Surplus/ Deficit in percentage to the 
Operating income 


-71% 

-163% 

-163% 

-71% 

-82% 

— 

Xi. 

Average net surplus/ oencn in percfemage 
to the operating income for the years 
2010-11 and 2011-12 

i 



L_ 


-85% 


** The port has vide email dated 3 June 2010 furnished actual traffic handled, income, variable and fixed cost for the year 2009-10 which is 

updated in the cost statement dated 4 January 2010 filed by the port, ^ 

\ •! Y. 

<. t . 
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